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ABSTRACT 
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of Handicapped Research (e.g., the Interagency Committee on 
Handicapped Research, the Spinal Cord Injury Program); supplementary 
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displaying statistical information on the characteristics of persons 
rehabilitated (such as race, sex, age at referral, disabling 
condition, earnings); tables displaying statistical information about 
learning disabled clients; tables presenting caseload statistics by 
state rehabilitation agency; and information about the Interagency 
Committee on Handicapped Research and the Interagency Rehabilitation 
Research Information System. (CB) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



This report to the President and to the Congress, submitted as required by 
Section 13 of the Rdiabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, (hereafter called 
"the Act"), describes program activities under the Act frOTi October 1, 1984 
through Sqpteiber 30, 1985. 

The State-Federal rehabilitation program began with the Smith-Fess Act of 
1920. Since then, a nurhber of additional laws have addressed other aspects 
of rehabilitation such as the Randolph-Sheppard, Javits, Wagner-0*Day and 
Social Security Acts. 

The latest amendments to the Act were passed in 1984 (Public Law 98-221) and 
include requirements for more specific program evaluation standards, require- 
ments for a Client Assistance Program in each State as a condition for Title 
I funding of State rehabilitation agencies, and the transfer of the special 
demonstrations grant authority for the spinal cord injury program from the 
Comndssioner of RSA to the Director of NIHR. Part A of Title VII was funded 
for the first time and $5,000,000 was aqppropriated to cover the costs of 
providing a number of independent living services. 

TITLE I 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION SERVICES 
PART B 

Sections 110 and 111 
Federal Funds $1,100,000,000 

The total funding available for Basic State grants in FY 1985 was 
$1,100,000,000. The Act authorizes Federal allocations on a formula 
basis, with a State fund matching requir^nent (80 percent Federal - 20 
percent State). 

Efforts were initiated to improve the program in such areas as: increasing 
the number of disabled persons placed in competitive enploynnent, es^ianding 
cooperative programs with businesses and schools to achieve better enployment 
outcomes for disabled people and improving the transition from school to work 
for disabled young people; and increasing the capacity of community based 
service providers to develop a full range of high quality services to aid 
clients to become conpetitively enployed. 

During FY 1985, the Office of the Inspector General (OIG) issued 30 audit 
reports involving vocational rehabilitation grant programs. l\ienty cases 
have been closed. Of the 10 remaining, none of these audits have been ap- 
pealed to the Department's Education Appeal Board (EAB) and G&ieral Counsel. 
However, 9 audits frcxn FY 84 remain in the appeal status. The auditors took 
monetary exceptions in 12 audits amounting to a total of $2,500,000. State 
agencies concurred with most of the audit findings, and apprqpriate adjust- 
ments have been made to the federal account. Secretary B»nett cif finned the 
ruling of the EAB that the 5 year statute of limitations of the Gaieral 
Education Provisions Act (GEPA) allies to audits of activities under the 
Rdiabilitation Act. 

-1- 
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state rehabilitation agencies sucxressfully rehabilitated 227^652 persons in 
FY 1985. The nuiriber of severely disabled persons rehabilitated in FY 1985 
increased to 135,229. 

Section 112 

Client Assistance Program (CAP) 
Federal funds $6,300,000 

The 1984 amendments to the Act changed the CAP from a discretionary, conpeti- 
tive grant program to a mandatory formula grant program. States must estab- 
lish a CAP to receive funding under Title I of the Act. The program advises 
clients and client applicants of available services under the Act and assists 
them in relationship to projects, programs and facilities providing services 
under the Act. 

Grants totaling $6,300,000 were awarded to the 50 States, the District of 
Columbia and the 6 territories. Regulations were published March 12, 1985. 
A program evaluation study continues, and an annual program and statistical 
report form was developed and issued. 

PART D 

AMERICAN INDIAN VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION SERVICES 

Section 130 

Federal Funds $1,430,000 

•Biis discretionary grant program was authorized to assist Indian tribes 
develq? the capacity to provide vocational rehabilitation services to disa- 
bled American Indians residing on federal and state reservations. In FY 
1985, $1,107,667 was awarded to the Chippewa Creek Business COTndttee-Rocky 
Boy Tribe, the Navajo Tribe, and the Yakima Tribal Council. It is estimated 
that 1,200 disabled American Indians will be served by these projects. The 
remaining $322,333 was returned to the U. S. treasury. 

Section 131 
Evalaition 

Federal Funds $90,000 

A contract to evaluate the Handicapped American Indian Vocational Rehabilita- 
tion Program was awarded in FY 1985. 

Section 14 

Program and Project Evaluation 
Federal Funds $2,000,000 

Specific evaluations and the development of program evaluation standards 
continue to progress for the client assistance projects, projects with indus- 
try, and independent living centers. Results will be reported to Congress in 
FY 86. A complete listing of all evaluation projects appears in the text. 



TITLE II 

N^TIONTyii INSTITUTE OF HANDICAPPED RESEARCH 
F^eral Funds - $39,000,000 

During FY 1985 the total NIHR program budget was $39,000,000. These funds 
were used £or Research and Training Centers ($18,061,604); Rehabilitation 
Engineering Centers ($7,817,251); Researdi and DeRX>nstration Projects 
($3,399,402); Information Utilization and Dissennination Projects 
($2,720,910); and the Mary E. Switzer Fellowship Program ($453,900). In addi- 
tion. Field Initiated Research Grants ($4,935,755) and Innovation Grants 
($1,277,031) were funded on topics generated by those applying. In addition 
to these funds, NIHR receivod $5,000,000 to administrate the Model Spinal 
Cord injury Program. The rer^ji^ining funds were used for printing materials 
produced under contract, paying field readers, and a 1% set aside for end of 
the y^ar reconciling. 

Section 203 

Interagency Conmittee on Handiceqpped Research 
Federal funds $000 

Thirty-two interagency activities were organized, including cooperative 
agrsanents and co-funding of conferences, research centers, and projects 
representing collaboration of 26 federal and 16 non-governmental agaicies. 

Section 204 

Rehabilitation Training 
Federal Funds $18,061,604 

In FY 1985 37 RRTCs were funded at $18,061,604, Core areas covered medical, 
psychosocial, and vocational aspects of the rehabilitation of disabled per- 
sons. In addition, each center taught 4-6 short-term continuing education 
courses for about 8,500 professionals nationwide. Five new centers were 
funded in 1985 in the areas of conmunity integration, independent living, 
aging(2), and the psychiatrically disabled. 

Other Research Projects 

Over 15 Rehabilitation Engineering Centers were funded in FY 1985 at 
$7,667,251. Through Research and Demonstration Projects, over 22 projects 
were funded at a total of $3,399,402. These projects relate to specific 
needs of handicapped persons and vocational rehabilitation. Research 
knowledge utilization is stressed and more than 17 projects were funded at 
2,720,910. Field Initiated Researdi Grants provide flexibility to the 
program. Iliere were 43 continuations and 12 new starts with overall funding 
at $4,935,755. 

International Program 
Federal Funds: PL 480 

T!txe NIHR international rehabilitation program includes R&D projects and the 
exchange of e3^rt information, and technical assistance. NIHR funds assist 
supporting a Rehabilitation Engineering Center in Ljubljana, Yugoslavia in 
the core area of functional electrical stimulatim. It also continues to 
provide technical assistance to the Government of India in developing a 
national r^iabilitation plan. 

• • • 
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TITLE III 

SUPPLEMENTARY SERVICES AND FACILITIES 

Section 304(a) 
Rehabilitation Training 
Federal Funds $22,000,000 

Under Section 304(a) of the Act, grants and contracts may be made to states 
and public or non-profit agencies and organizations, including institutions 
of higher education, to pay part of the costs of projects for training, 
traineeships, and related activities. In FY 1985 $22,000,000 was available 
to fund a total of 329 projects. For exanple, several inservice training 
projects were funded in order to iitprove the skills in job placement. 

Section 304(d) 

Training Interpreters for Deaf Individuals 
Federal Funds $900,000 

In FY 1985, ten new start conpetitive grants were awarded up to five years to 
train interpreters to meet the coranunicaticxi needs of deaf individuals, A 
total of $900,000 was available for this activity in the first year of the 
grant. 

Section 311 (a) (1) 

Special Demonstration Projects for Severely Disabled Individuals 
Federal Funds $9,635,000 

In FY 1985 $9,635,000 was available to fund 10 new projects and 46 continua- 
tion projects. All new funds were used for supported employment projects. 
Supported employment is wage-generating work made possible by cxi-going pub- 
licly financed services. Grants were also awarded for projects which demon- 
strated ways in which new technologies can improve vocational rehabilitation 
services, innovative rehabilitaticm programs for severely disabled persons 
who are mentally retarded, deaf-blind, autistic, learning disabled, or mul- 
tiply handicapped persons, and effective strategies to facilitate the transi- 
tion from school or institution to work. 

Section 312 

Handic€qK)ed Migratory and Seasonal Farmworkers 
Federal Funds $950,000 

In FY 1985, $950,000 was available to fund 4 new and 7 continuation projects. 
It is estimated that 3,000 handicapped migrant workers and seasonal farm- 
workers will be served in these projects. Projects were awarded which denon- 
strate services to help handicapped migrant workers acquire new skills which 
might qualify them to obtain aiployment outside the migrant stream or 
services necessary to help them continue as migratory farmworkers. In addi- 
tion, an evaluation contract is currently in progress. 
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Section 316 

Special Recreation Programs 
Federal Funds $2,100,000 

In FY 1985, $2,100,000 was available to fund 30 one year projects serving 
16,000 handicapped individuals. Grants were awarded to projects vAiich pro- 
vide handicapped individuals with recreation activities to aid in their 
mobility and socialization. One project of special interest was a grant for 
the Special Olynpics. 

TITLE IV 

tS^TICmL COUNCIL ON THE HANDICAPPED 
Federal Funds $500,000 

The National Council on the Handicapped is an independent Federal 
Agency conposed of 15 members a^^inted by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate. 

The 1984 amendments to the Act transformed the National Comicil from 
an advisory body within the D^>artment of Education to an independent 
agency advising the President and Congress on policy issues which 
concern handicapped persons. 

TITLE V 
MISCELLEANOUS 

Section 501 

Equal E^lc^ment Of^rtunity Comnnission (EEOC) 

The Equal Employment Opportunity Conmission (EEX) has responsibility for 
enforcing nondiscrimination and affirmative action provision of law and regu- 
lations concerning Federal employment of handicapped individuals. During FY 
1985, a number of projects were conpleted ^ich furthered the mission of 
EEOC's responsibility for implementation of Section 501 of the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973, as amended. For exaiqple, in FY 84 over 127 on site reviews were 
conducted of agency field installations* affirmative action programs for 
hiring, placencient, and advancement of handicsqpped individuals. 

Section 502 

Architectural and Tran^rtation Barrier Coiqpliance Board (ATBCB) 
Federal Funding $1,900,000 

The primary responsibility of the ATBCB is to ensure ccnpliance with the 
Architectural Barriers Act which requires that buildings financed with 
Federal funds be accessible to physically handica^qped persons. In addition, 
the board develops accessibility guidelines and provides technical assistance 
related to accessibility problems. 

In FY 1985, the Board received 249 complaints involving a wide range of ac- 
cessibility problems and closed 195 complaints. 



Section 503 

Bnployinent of Handicapped Individuals Under Federal Contracts 

!^,?5f^°!i°^ Federal Contract Conpliance Programs (OPCCP) conducted 5,204 
service and suK>ly conpliance reviews covering approximately 3 million 
workers. The OPOCP investigated 721 complaints 194 persons 
n^VlTsiftr^Zk Sy"; -^'^^nts amounted to $2,230,250 including 

Section 504 

Nondiscrimination under Federal Grants and Programs 

S^n«fK,-|-S^l?^'^ Division (CRD) in the Department of Justice (DOJ) has re- 
sponsibility to ensure conpliance with Section 504 among all federal 

2S;S1; a^l^lll'^rT ^i!t"^ted prototype r^uSiioS'Slch have 

n ' ^ proposed rules of 8 federal agencies. There are 

now 49 federal agencies that have published proposed rules. 

Section 507 

Interagency Coordinating Council 

The Assistant Attorney General for Civil Rights serves as the chairoeraon of 
tije Interagency Coordinating Council. The Council if rSpSSiSS fS^^rdL 

amendnnent was developed by DOJ to include a cross-reference to the UnifoS?^ 

^ O^J^r^'^^^'^'''. '".^^f ^ regulationl'^S^'JiS'sSifr 
req^rdiS a Sffl f ^of. inclusion in the Federal Personnel Manual 
regarding a ceiling relief exemption on a case-hy-case basis for federal 
agencies to hire readers for blind eoployees, interpreters for deaf 1^ 
ployees, and other assistants for handicapped enpl^sT 

TITLE VI 

EMPLOYMENT PROGRAMS FOR HANDICAPPED INDIVIDUALS 

Secti<xi 621 

Projects With Industry (PWI) 
Federal Funding $14,400,000 

^?v%S?^''j!i^„**^".^'"®^^ ^ ^ rehabilitation coninunity. The 

in^i ^JJ^""? ^ ^° 3ob opportunities for handicapped 

people m the conpetitive labor market. In FY 1985, $14,400,000 was avail- 
f iflfl continuation of 98 projects which were a?fiUat4d wiS „2S Jhan 

3,500 private corporations. Ohese projects will be funded for SeratiJ^ 

S^Sfd?2^f2^ '''-'L'^- ^''^^^ ^'^^^ individua?s,^sSj^ 

D?aS fi^if '/^'""^ services. Almost 12,000 disabled persons weJe 
placed in Dobs at salaries cooparable to those of non-handiSpped errployees. 

"^"^ developed and approved by the Natio^C^^fS 
the Handicapped for use m the national evaluation of Pwi projects. 
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TITLE VII 

OOMPEMiENSlVE SERVICES FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING 

Section 711 
Part A 

Federal Funding $5,090,000 

Part A of Title VII was funded for the first time in FY 1985 at $5,000,000. 
This money is to facilitate the development of statewide comprehensive living 
services including counseling, housing, job placement, and a num- 
ber of other services. 

Section 711 
Part B 

Centers for Independent Living (CIL) 
Federal Funding $22,000,000 

Centers for Independent Living provide services that enable severely 
disabled persons to live more independently in the family or conitiunity or to 
secure and maintain eitployment with the maximum degree of self directic»i. In 
FY 1985, $22,000,000 was provided to 86 approved grantees who either di- 
rectly or by contract operated over 160 CILs. These CILs will be funded at 
the same level through Septoriber 30, 1986. ivil Rights serves as the chairperson of 
the Interagency Coordinating Council. The Council is responsible for coordi- 
nating enforcetient of the provisions of Title V. During FY 1985, a prototype 
amendment was develqped by DOJ to include a cross-reference to the Uniform 
Federal Accessibility Standards in agency regulations iitpleroenting Section 
504. 0PM prepared a bulletin for inclusion in the Federal Personnel Manual 
regarding a ceiling relief exemption on a case-by-case basis for federal 
agencies. 
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TITLE I 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION SERVICES 



iMly tt»«M«» u* MVtNly aiMblad, into coRCietitive enployment; Manage- 
ff*^ f""y^PfP>t " Inpcovt and mintftin cf ftctive managenent of the voca- 
tlCMl NMSilltiition Mtviot dalivtiy a^tmt Transition -inprove the 
tMMitien of hMidloinpad studtntt from school to work; and Comnunity Based 

Tyf^T" " inecMM ttM capacity of comnunity based service pro- 
noara* WWcll inoludas lahabilitation facilities and vocational rehabilita- 
tion ttata aganeiM* to dav^lop a full rang* of high quality services which 
aaolat clionts to aohiovo ooavotitivo snplcymsnt. These efforts will be 
K i^ U d on in othar aactiono of this Rsport. For example, our efforts in 
i^ l QMM nt an Jaaccibad in tha oaaaload tranda, while the profile of the 
laatnlRB OlaabUd halpa illuatrata transition. 



•tPieturo of aarvioaa 

•arvioa olifibility la baaad on tha axiatance of a disability that consti- 
taitaa a Mbatantial handicap to anplcynant and on a reasonable expectation 
ttiat vooatienal cahabilitation aorvicaa will result in enployment. The 
ntoabiliUtlon oounaaloc ia tha ksy ataff manber in making the eligibility 
datacadnation* 

■ahabillUtiOQ aarvioaa are individually tailored to eligible clients through 
an ovnltiatlon of tha apacif ic naada of each disabled person, state agency 
pcoCaaaional staff pcovida cafacral, counseling, guidance,and placement 
aacvioaa* Th^r alao authoxiaa and coordinate the acquisition of needed 
aa rvi oaa froai othar pubLio aganciaa, or purdiase the services on a fee- 
t or aarvloa taaala froai appropriate aarvioa providers. The range of such 
aa r v i oaa insludaa* bat ia not liadtod to: physical and mental restoration 
aarvioaa* pnh aa oMdioal and aurgioal traatmsnt; hospitalization; prosthetic 
and orthotic davioaa; aaintanance; vocational training; transportation; 
ranter aarvioaa and orianution, and mobility aervices for the blind; 
intarpratar aarvioaa for tha daafi toola, equipment, and initial stock for 
ana ll bu a in aaaaai talaooaaunioationa, aanaory and other tedinological aids, 
and pont"4nployaMit aarvioaa. 

During Wt IMS* tha Office of tha Zn^pactor General issued 30 audit reports 
iflwolving tha Vooatiooal Rehabilitation Services programs. All except 10 
hnva baan ranolvad and war* eloaad. No Fiscal Year 1985 audits have as yet 
boan appaalnrt to tha Dapartaant*a Education Appeal Board. However, nine 
andits froai prior fiaoal yaara have baan appealed to the Education f^ppeal 
•oard* fiva of tha 31 rf 85 audita wara related to financial operations; 
anvan involved both financial and prograoi aqpects. Eleven audits pertained to 
progrM^aflilpHanna ptxilil— . Sevan audita had no findings requiring that the 
Oapartaant of Mnaation raguira corrective action fay state Vocational 
Mhibilitntion nganciaa and ottaar granteea. 

Itaa a udi t or n took annatary aaoiptiooa in twelve audits amounting to almost 
f2*9n*W« lha Mhabilitation Sarvicea Adkninistration sustained nine audits 
total! iwa •1*<M*4S2, diaallONad one audit mounting to $5,020, and is 
nago»i»ting tMO audita aaounting to $824,325. 



Ma3or audit problems were related to inadequate administrative and internal 
accoun^ng controls, lack of written operating procedures, reports improperly 
prepared, unallowable expenditures, and inadequate program monitoring 
S^-rf^, ^^fh-'''^'^ firKSings included expenditures not made wiSin the 
^ ^ ' matching requirements not met, records inadequately safe- 
guarded, reports untimely or not submitted, need to evaluate procedures to 

^ savings, excessive cash balances, improper and/or incorrect cost rate 
used, and previous reported corrective actions not inplemented. state 
agencies concurred with most of the audit findings, and appropriate adjust- 
ments have been made to the Federal account. tv v ^ aajust 

On July 25, 1985, the Education Appeal Board determined that the five year 
statute of limitations of the General Education Provisions Act (C3EPA), 20 
U.S.C. 1234a (g) (1982), applies to audits of activities under the 
5t« ^""K Secretary Bennett affirmed this ruling on Septanber 25, 

1985. This means that no State Vocational Rehabilitation agency shall be 
i^£i^i^^''f^"j:f ^ amount e^^nded under an applicable program which is 
determined to be unauthorized by law if that expenditure was made more than 
five years before that State or local educational agency is given the notice 
required by subsection (a) of this section (Final Letter of Determination). 
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Caseload Trends in the State-Fedeiral 



R^iabilitation Program Through Fiscal Year 1985 



1. Sunnary 

niis section describes the caseload trends for the basic State program and 
the next section gives a profile of the learning disabled. This special 
analysis has been inclxided because of the priority given by both the 
Adsdnistration and Congress to provide service for learning disabled persons. 

Fiscal Year 1985 was the first year in a long time When almost all caseload 
indicators were pointed upward. Foremost among the gains experienced in 
Fiscal Year 1985 was the number of persons r^iabilitated — 227,652, 0.8 per- 
cent more than in Fiscal Year 1984 • The number of severely disabled persons 
also increased by 1.9 percent to 135,229 ^ile their proportion to all per- 
sons rehabilitated reached the all-time high of 59.4 percent. 



Another notable gain was seen in the rehabilitation rate — the proportion of 
closures from the active statuses resulting in successful rdiabili tat ions. 
The rehabilitation rate for Fiscal Year 1985 was 64.2 percent conpared to 
63.2 percent in the prior year. This one percentage point difference ac- 
counted for an additional 3,600 rdiabilitations. Similarly, the rehabilita- 
tion rate among severely disabled persons rose in Fiscal Year 1985 from 
61.0 percent to 62.2 percent. 



An increase of 2.4 percent in new applicants was observed in Fiscal Year 
1985. The number of persons accepted for services in Fiscal Year 1985 in- 
creased by 1.4 percent. The acceptance of severely disabled persons into the 
program increased by 4.5 percent in Fiscal Year 1985, while their proportion 
to all n£>w acceptances reached its highest level ever — 62.9 percent. 



Every other caseload measure, not mentioned above, relative to severely disa- 
bled persons also increased in Fiscal Year 1985. The number of severely 
disabled persons served, for example, rose by 2.7 percent from the year be- 
fore. Their proportion to all persons served was 62.3 percent, the highest 
level ever. 

Despite the many exaiiples of upward trends in State agency caseloads in Fis- 
cal Year 1985, there was once again a decline in the total number of persons 
served — 931,779, a loss of 0.5 percent from the prior year. This decline and 
the one in Fiscal Year 1984, however, were much smaller than the ones experi- 
enced in prior years. 



2- Persons rAabilitated/r^iabilitation rate 



State r^jabilitation agencies successfully rehabilitated 227.652 disabled 
TK^Saffoi^SLl^"-'''^' ^ 5^^" °^ '''^ P^-^^^t from Fiscal ^ear^sl: 
^if^So L^*^ ^^^"^ increases in the nimbeVof new 

^plicants and persons newly accepted for services in Fiscal Year 1985 and 
(^ continuing rises in the rehabilitation rates, i.e. tte^rSSt of 
active case closures that are rehabilitated. percent ot 

Ote nurtber of severely disabled persons rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1985 was 
135,229 an increase of 1.9 percent from the year before, ohe severely dis^ 

^SS*??^^?" ^'-^ °^ rehabilitated i^F^^I 

1985, the highest proportion ever attained. In Fiscal Year 1974 onlv 316 
percent of all rehabilitated persons were severely Ssc^Sd. ' ^ ^^'^ 

lri^"Tf ?^iSS^f ^ resident population in the fifty States and the Dis- 

• ii?^^^' agencies rehabilitated 95 clients for every 100 000 

persons in the population on July 1, 1984, the same rate as for FiSal Y^ar 

The overall rdiabilitation rate -the percent of successful rehabilitations 
among all persons whose cases were closed from the active statuses-rSe S 
64 2 percent in Fiscal Year 1985. A slight change in the reSbUitfSon 
Swif^.S^'f ^ ^^-"^^ substantial difference intbe number S^^r^ 
habilitated in a given year. In Fiscal Year 1985, for exanple,^nBar?y 3 600 
fewer persons would have been rehabilitated had the. rehabiuSkST^ate bee^i 
one^percentage point less-at 63.2 percent-as it actually wS i^FSc^llSr 

The r^bilitation rate among severely disabled persons rose to 62 2 
S^"".^ i"/'!^- ^^'^ ^^^5 ooai«red to 61.0 perSnt the year before. 
An upward trend in the rehabilitation rate for non-severely disablS persons 
occurred as well, reaching 67.5 percent in Fiscal Year 1985 ^^""^^ Persons 
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3. Persons served 



State rehabilitation agajcies served 931,779 disabled persons in Fiscal Year 
1985, a decline of 0.5 percent from the year before. The nunnber of severely 
disabled persons in receipt of services rose by 4.1 percent in Fiscal Year 
1985 to 588,733. The severely disabled accounted for 62.3 percent of all 
persons served in Fiscal Year 1985 compared to 60.4 perc^t in the 
prior year. 

The total nunber of persons served in Fiscal Year 1985 amounted to 385 for 
every 100,000 persons in the total resident population in the fifty States 
and the District of Coluriaia as of July 1, 1984. The rate for Fiscal Year 
1984 was 391 per 100,000 peculation. 



4. Applicants 



The nvinber of persons newly a^iplying for rehabilitation services in Fiscal 
Year 1985 reached 606,526, an increase of 2.4 percent from the previous year. 



The minber of applicants %Aiose ceises were awaiting an eligibility decision on 
September 30, 1985 came to 245,776, a substantial 6.0 percent increase fron 
the seone date one year before. In absolute terms the annual gain in new 
applicants came to nearly 13,900 persons. 



5. New aco^tances for services/acceptance rate 



The number of persons determined eligible for rdiabilitation services in 
Fiscal Year 1985 came to 353,095, an increase of 1.4 percent from Fiscal Year 
1984. These accepted persons accounted for 59.5 percent of the 593,790 
persons vrtiose eligibility for services was determined that year. This 
percentage is known as the rehabilitation rate. 

The severely disableJ nunbered 219,120 persons, or 62.1 percent of all per- 
sons acc^ed for services in Fiscal Year 1985, the highest such proportion 
since the severely disabled were first separately identified in the reporting 
system in Fiscal Year 1976 . The intake of severely disabled persons in 
Fiscal Year 1985 was 4.5 percent more than the number accepted for services 
in Fiscal Year 1984. 
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6* The use of extended evaluation 



In the evait tiiat a judgment as to eligibility for rehabilitation services 
cannot readily be made. State agmcies can provide selected services to indi- 
viduals for a period not to exceed 18 months to see if these persons have 
rdiabilitaticn potential. The process of providing these selected services 
is referred to as extended evaluation. There were 49,508 persons in receipt 
of extaided evaluation at some time during Fiscal Year 1985, an increase of 
2.3 percent from Fiscal Year 1984. Overall, only about one applicant or 
client in 30 spent any time at all in extended evaluation in Fiscal Year 
1985. 



7. Total workload 

The total number of persons whose cases were carried by State ag^x:ies at 
some time in Fiscal Year 1985 as applicants, extended evaluaticm cases or 
active cases came to 1,440,239, a gain of 0.4 percent from the total agency 
workload in the previous year. The largest single contributing factor to the 
workload total was the increase of new applicants. 
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FIGURE A. 

NUMBERS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED AND 
NOT REHABILITATED. AND REHABILITATION RATES. 

FY 1975 - FY 1985 
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FIGURE B. 

APPLICANTS ACCEPTED AND NOT ACCEPTED FOR 
VR SERVICES. AND ACCEPTANCE RATES 
FY 1975 - FY 1985 
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FIGURE C. 
NEW APPLICANTS AND ACTIVE CASES 
FY 1975 - FY 1985 
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FIGURE D. 
SEVERELY AND NON-SEVERELY DISABLED 
PERSONS REHABILITATED 
FY 1975 - FY 1985 
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NON-SEVERE: 


FY 


1985 - 92. 423 


200 




FY 


1984 - 9t 107 










150 







•"-^^ 


100 


SEVERE: FY. 


1985 







FY 


1984 


- 132. 665 


50 








0 


— — U- 1 l_ 




1 1 1 1 1 I 1 




ssn*^ von^ v^i"! 




^qn*^ ^cjb^ ^^^"^ ^9^"^ ^Q^*^ 



FISCAL YEAR 



SEVERE AS PERCENT OF ALL REHABILITATIONS 
100 1 



80 - 




700 



600 



500 



400 



FIGURE E. 




SEVERELY AND NON-SEVERELY 


DISABLED 






FY 1976 - FY 1985 




(000) 




SEVERE: -FY 1985 - 
FY 1984 - 

^^^^^ ^ ^^^^^ 
^^^^^ ^ 


580. 863 
565. 425 


- 

NON-SEVERE: FY 1985 - 350. 916 
FY 1984 - 370. 755 





1 1_ 1 1 1 t 1 


f. 1 1 



1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 

FISCAL YEAR 




V. 



" 25 



Table 1 - Number of persons served and rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies » Fiscal Tears 1921 - 1985 



Fiscal 
Year 


Persons 
Served 


Persons 
Rehabilitated 


Fiscal 
Year 


Persons 
Served 


Personi 
Rehablllt< 


1 QftS 


Q^l 77Q 


, 03Z 


1 7DJ 


001 Q A 0 

tCi. , o47 


£ 1 OAO 

ol , 30o 




1 on 


99^ 779 


1 Q^9 
l7DZ 


22o,47U 


63,632 


1983 


938,923 


216,231 


1951 


231,544 


66,193 


1982 


958,537 


226,924 


1950 


255,724 


59,597 


1981 

X 7WX 






1 QAQ 


0 1 £ 00*7 
ZiO, 77/ 


58,020 


1980 


1 095 139 


977 1**A 


1 OAft 
l740 


101 A£0 
l7i ,U0J 


CO 1 01 
53, 131 


1979 


1 127 551 


988 ')9S 


1 0A7 


1 7n 1 A ^ 
1 /U, 14j 


/■ 0 0 OA 


1978 


1,167,991 


294,396 


1946 


169,796 


36,106 


1977 


1,204,487 


291,202 


1945 


161,050 


41,925 


X 7/ U 


1 9')8 44ft 

X , £.JO , HHO 




1 OA A 




43,997 


1975 

X 7 / ^ 


1 244 *^*^8 


J^H, U J7 


1 QA^ 
1 74 J 


1 00 OAT 


/. 0 £.10 
42,olo 


1974 


1 201 fifil 

X , ^vx , X 


'^ftl 1^8 


1 OA 9 
l7<f ^ 


Q 1 ^79 
71 , D/Z 


01 "7 C"7 

21 , /5/ 


1973 


1,176,445 


360,726 


1941 


78, 320 


14,579 


1972 


1,111,045 


326,138 


1940 


65,624 


11,890 


1971 

X 7 / X 




901 979 


1 O^O 


63,575 


10,747 


1970 


87 S 911 

O/ , 7 X X 


9AA 07^ 

^00, 7/3 


1 Q^ft 
I7JO 


0J,000 \j 


9,844 


1969 


781 614 

/ wX , V/ X"T 


941 ^90 
£HX , J7U 


1 0^7 
1 7 J/ 




1 1 AA1 

11,091 


1968 


680,415 


207,918 


1936 




10,338 


1967 


569,907 


173,594 


1935 




9,422 


1966 

X 7wV 


499 LfkL 

•♦77 , HOH 


1 "^A 970 


1 O^A 
i7J4 




8,062 


1965 


441 '\'\7 

HHX , 


1 JH, 037 


1 

i7JJ 




5,613 


1964 

X 7W"* 


399 8S2 


110 7nft 

117, /UO 


1 Q^9 
I7JZ 




5,592 


1963 


368,6^6 


110,136 


1931 




5,184 


1962 


345,635 


102,377 


1930 




4,605 


1961 


320 9ft^ 

•J^wf 7UJ 


09 <;ni 

7^, 3U1 


1 090 
I7Z7 




4,645 


1960 


297,950 


88 275 


1 098 




^ A1 9 
D, UIZ 


1959 


280, 384 


80,739 


1927 




5,092 


1958 


258,444 


74,317 


1926 




5,604 


1957 


238,582 


70, 940 


1925 




5,825 


1956 


221,128 


65,640 


1924 




5,654 


1955 


209,039 


57,981 


1923 




4,530 


1954 


211,219 


55,825 


1922 




1,898 








1921 




523 



\l Data prior to 1938 not available 
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ttkU I - MMtor tff ptrttM NbaMUtattd tad not Nh«billtat«d by Stat* 
iMMtlMMl NiMMUUtiM AfMieiM, ritMl T«ars 1975 - 1985 



VlMtl 




M tohaMUtatad 


NraOM Not Rahabllitatad 






rarcmt Chania 
fnm Pravloua 
Tmt 


Nttsbar 


Pareant Changa 
Taar 


Rehabilitatloi 


IMS 


U7,4St 


♦ 0.1 


126.927 


- 3.5 


64.2 


IM4 


St»,77S 


♦ 4.4 


131,372 




63.2 


IMS 


SU.Ul 


- 4.7 


134,118 




61.7 


IMt 


m.9S4 


^11. 3 


142,373 




61.4 


tMl 


tSS.Ml 


- 7.7 


137,682 


+ 3.3 


61.9 


IfiO 


177, IM 


- 3.8 


132,672 


- 2.3 


64.5 


IfTf 


IM.StS 


- 2.1 


136,238 


- 2.2 


64.9 


im 


194, MA 


♦ 1.1 


139,846 


- 2.4 


64.8 


itn 


191.101 


- 4.0 


163,706 


- 8.6 


64.0 


im 


MS, US 


- 6.4 


179,139 


+26.3 


62.9 


itn 


M4,099 


-10.3 


141,831 


8.4 


69.6 



1/ lateMUUtiM rataa ahow tba aui^r of paraona rahabllitatad aa a percent of 
Mtlvs OM* elOMtao, whathar rahabilltated. 



Table 4 - Number of applicant and extended evaluation cases accepted and 
not accepted for VR services by State vocational rehabilitation 
agencies. Fiscal Tears 1975 - 1985 





Applicants Accepted 


Applicants Not Accepted 




Fiscal 
Year 


Number 


Percent Change 
From Previous 
Year 


Number 


Percent Change 
From Previous 
Year 


Acceptance 
Rate U 


1985 


353,095 


+ 1.4 


240,695 


- 1.9 


59.5 


1984 


348,233 


- 0«5 


245,435 


- 2.7 


58.7 


1983 


349,932 


+ 4.9 


252,208 


- 3.2 


58.1 


1982 


333,439 


-10.7 


260,518 


-15.5 


56.1 


1981 


373,310 


- 9.5 


308,173 


+ 1.2 


54.8 


1980 


412,356 


+ 0.2 


304,525 


+ 1.1 


57.5 


1979 


411,560 


- 1.9 


301,077 


- 2.8 


57.8 


1978 


419,590 


- 3.6 


309,624 


- 0.9 


57.5 


1977 


435,144 


- 5.3 


312,515 


- 7.9 


58.2 


1976 


459,620 


-14.0 


339,494 


+12.1 


57.5 


1975 


534,491 


+ 4.6 


302,942 


+ 7.7 


63.8 



\l Acceptance rates show the number of cases accepted for VR services as a percent 
of all applicant and extended evaluation cases accepted and not accepted* 
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Table 5 - Muiber of m applicants, new extended evaluation cases and nev 
active cases in the caseloads of State vocational rehabilitation 
agencies during Fiscal Tears 1975 - 1985 



New Applicants New Extended Evaluation New Active Cases 

(Status 02) Cases (Status 10) 

(Status 06) 



Fiscal 
Year 


Nunber 


Percent Change 
From Previous 
Year 


Nunber 


Percent Change 
From Previous 
Year 


Number 


Percent Chantre 
From Previous 
Year 


1985 


606,526 


+ 2.4 


28,683 


+ 4.1 


353,095 


+ 1.4 


1984 


592,075 


- 1.5 


27,560 


- 2.1 


348,233 


- 0.5 


'1983 


601,108 


+ 6.5 


28, 142 


- 2.2 


349,932 


+ 4.9 


1982 


564,443 


-11.6 


28,778 


-18.3 


333,439 


-10.7 


1981 


638,542 


-11.7 


35,224 


-15.0 


373,310 


. -9.5 


1980 


722,847 


+ 3.6 


41,426 


+ 1.5 


* 

412,356 


+ 0.2 


1979 


697,873 


-2.4 


40,843 


- 1.0 


411,560 


- 1.9 

• • ^ 


1978 


715,36/ 


- 4.2 


41,240 


- 1.7 


419,590 


- 3.6 


1977 


746,377 


- 2.3 


41,948 


+ 8.1 


435, 144 


- 5.3 


1976 


763,714 


-13.8 


38,792 


- 7.3 


459,620 


-14.0 


1975 


885,737 


+ 9.9 


41,848 


+28.5 


534,491 


+ 4.6 
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Table 6 - Mmber of applicant) extended evaluation and active cases reialning at the end of 
the fiscal year in caseloads of State vocational rehabilitation agencies, 
Fiscal Tears 1975 - 1985 



Total Gases Hemaining In Applicant Status In Extended Evaluation In Active Statuses 
(Statuses 02 - 24) (Status 02) (Status 06) (Statuses 10 - 24) 



Fiscal 
Year 


Nunber 


Percent Change 
Froi Previous 
Year 


Nunber 


Percent Change 
Fron Previous 
Year 


Number 


Percent Change 
Fron Previous 
Year 


Nuiber 


Percent Change 
From Previous 
Year 


1985 


844,965 


+ 1.6 


245,7^6 


+ 6.0 


21,989 


+ 5.0 


577,200 


-0.3 


1984 


831,674 


■1.2 


231,905 


-0.4 


20,933 


+ 0.5 


578,836 


-1.7 


1983 


842,155 


■0.1 


232,672 


+ 0.2 


20,819 


-5.4 


588,574 


-0.1 


1982 


843,301 


-7.3 


232,245 


■9.8 


22,013 


-18.9 


589,038 


-5.7 


1981 


909,431 


-8.6 


257,610 


■13.3 


27,152 


-15.6 


624,669 


-6.1 


1980 


994,654 


■1.1 


297,148 


+ 1.9 


32,175 


+ 2.2 


665,331 


-2.6 


1979 


1,006,202 


-4.3 


291,730 


-4.5 


31,504 


-2.9 


682,968 


-4.3 


1978 


1,051,698 


■4.3 


305,514 


-3.5 


32,435 


-1.8 


713,749 


-4.8 


1977 


1,099,284 


-0.3 


316,662 


+ 0.4 


33,043 


+ 4.7 


749,579 


-0,8 


1976 


1,103,088 


■5.6 


315,549 


-11.8 


31,560 


-4.2 


755,979 


-2.9 


1975 


1,169,040 


+ 1.1 


357,653 


+12.4 


32,939 


+41.9 


778,448 


+ 9.7 
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Table 7 • Selected caseload neasures for Fiscal Tear 1985 coipared to five and ten years earlier 



Caseload 
Measure 


Fiscal Year 
1985 1980 


Percent 
change: 
FY85VS 
FY 80 


Fiscal Year 
1975 


Percent 
change: 
FY 85 V8 

FY 75 


Total applicants 


840,730 


982,065 




1 OA/. Oft 

1,204,262 


1 


New applicants 


606,526 


722,847 


-16.1 


885,737 


-3K5 


Applicants on hand, 
end of year 


245,776 


297,148 


-17J 


357,653 


-31.3 


am ^ n 1 

Total persons sened 


931,779 1,095,139 


-14.9 


1,244,338 


-25.1 


New active cases 


353,095 


412,356 


-14.4 


534,491 


-33.9 

1 


Rehabilitations 


227,652 


277,136 


-17.9 


A fit 

324,039 


AA 0 

-29.8 


Rehabilitation rate 


64.2 


64.5- 


-0.5 


69.6 


-7.8 


Active cases on hand, 
end of year 


577,200 


665,331 


-13.3 


778,448 


-25.9 


Rehabilitations per 
100,000 population 

Persons sened per 
100,000 population 


95 
385 


121 
476 


-21.5 
-19.1 


149 
570 


-36.2 

AA F 

-32.5 


Severe persons served 


580,863 


606,049 


- 4.2 


555,533 11 


+ 4.6 \l 


New severe active cases 


219,120 


224,729 


- 2.5 


224,720 1/ 


A P 1 / 

- 2.51/ 


Severe rehabilitations 


135,229 


142,545 


- 5.1 


IIP 7 / / 

115,746 


+16.8 


Severe rehabilitation rate 


62.2 


60.9 


+ 2,1 


62.9 11 


- i.n/ 


Severe active cases on hand, 
end of year 


363,497 


372,158 


-2.3 


350,558 \l 


+ 3.7 \l 



Table 8 - Number of persons rehabilitated and served by State vocational rehabilitation agencies 
per 100,000 population, \l Fiscal Years 1975 - 1985 



Rehabilitations Persons Sened 

Total 



Fiscal 
Year 


Resident 

Population 2/ (nil) 


Number 2/ 


Rate per 
100,000 population 


Nuiiiber 2/ 


Rate per 
100,000 population 


1985 


MA/ P 

236.5 


AAA / / • 

223,661 


95 


910,517 


385 


100/ 


234.3 


221,781 


95 


915,183 


391 


19m 


232.0 


A 1 A A A 1 

212,294 


92 


917,753 


396 


1982 


229.6 


AAA AlA 

222,940 


97 


936,543 


408 


1981 


227.2 


API J AA 

251,483 


110 


1,014,518 


447 


1980 


224.6 


272,204 


121 


1,069,853 


476 


1979 


222.1 


283,185 


127 


1,101,015 


496 


1978 


219.8 


289,531 


132 


1,141,024 


519 


1977 


217.6 


286,906 


132 


1,177,993 


541 


1976 


215.5 


297,147 


138 


1,209,791 


561 


1975 


•13.3 


318,251 


149 


1,214,585 


570 



y Rates are based on the estimated total resident population on July 1 prior to each fiscal year except for 
Fiscal Year 1981 which is based on the Decennial Census as of April 1, 1980. Source: U.S. Bureau of 
the Census, "Current Population Reports," Series P-25. 



2/ Resident population and persons served and rehabilitated excludes Inforuatlon from Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, 
Guam, American Samoa, Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands and Northern Mariana Islands. 
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Table 9 



Huaber of applicant, extended evaluation and active casea In State vocational 
rehabilitation agendea, percent change and percent dlatrlbutlon, 
Flacal Teara 1984 - 1985 



Fiscal Year Percent 



distribution 



Caseload Item 










Percent 


Fiscal 


Tear 




1984 


1985 


Change 


1984 


1985 


AnnUeanta f02) 


















Ibinher ava'I lable 


825 y 


694 


840, 


730 




1.8 


ino 0 

lUv. V 


inn 0 


On hand^ Qct.m 1 


ZJJy 




9^A 


9 HA 




U* J 




^/ .-7 


New since Oct. 1 


D*fZy 




AHA 






9 A 
Z*4 


71.7 


72*1 




593 y 


789 


594, 


954 




0.2 


71 Q 


70 A 


Accented for VR flO) 


334 y 


096 


338, 


615 




1.4 




AO ^ 


Accepted for EE (06) 


27y 


560 


28, 


683 




4.1 


3.3 


3.4 


Not accepted for VR or EE (08) 


ZJZy 




227 y 






1 O 

1*9 


28.1 


27.1 


Total on hand. Sept* 30 


ZJi y 




9A^ 

Z«y 


77A 




A A 

o*u 


28.1 


29.2 


Extended evAltiatlon <*Aft^s f06) 


















Ntinber available 


Afl 
48 y 


^79 
J/ z 


AO 

49 y 


DUO 




9 ^ 
Z* J 


inn n 


inn n 


On handy Oct* 1 


ZUy 


111 9 


9n 

ZUy 


119^ 




n 1 
u* i 


43.0 


42*1 


New since Oct. 1 


97 




9fl 

Z8y 


Afl^ 
OoJ 




a' 1 

H* 1 


57.0 


57*9 


Number orocessed 

av«aAiii^^^b b ^^^v^^^v ^v^^^a 


27y 


439 


27y 


519 




0.3 


56-7 


SS A 

JJ* V 


Accented for VR flO) 




137 




480 




2.4 


* A» 


9Q 7 

^7* ^ 


Not accepted for VR (08) 


13. 


302 


13. 

X Jy 


039 




2.0 


27.5 


26.3 


Total on hand. Sept* 30 


20. 


933 


21. 


989 




5.0 


43.3 


44.4 


Active cases (10-30) 


















Number available J7 


936, 


180 


931, 


779 




0.5 


100.0 


100.0 


On handy Oct* 1 


587, 


947 


578, 


684 




1.6 


62.8 


62.1 


New since Oct* 1 


348, 


233 


353, 


095 




1.4 


37.2 


37.9 


Number closed 


357, 


344 


354, 


579 




0.8 


38.2 


38.1 


Rehabilitated (26) 


225, 


772 


227, 


652 




0.8 


24.1 


24.4 


Not rehabilitated (28) 


99, 


399 


96, 


352 




3.1 


10.6 


10.3 


Not rehabilitated (30) 


32, 


173 


30, 


575 




5.0 


3.4 


3.3 


Total on handy Sept* 30 


578, 


836 


577, 


200 




0.3 


61.8 


61.9 



1/ Persons served. 



0 
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Table 10 - Severely disabled clieots In the active caseloads of State vocatlooal 
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984 - 1985 







Fiscal Tear 1984 






Fiscal Tear 1985 




Caseload 
Iten 


All 


Severely disabled 


All 

Ail 


Severely disabled 


clients 




of total 


Change vs, 

ti noi 


clients 


Nunber 


Percent 
of total 


Percent 
Change vs. 
FT 1984 


Cases on hand, Oct. 1 
(Statuses 10 to 24) 


587,947 


jJLfOlJ 


DUfU 


Oi5 


578.684 


361,743 


62.5 


2.5 


New since Oct. 1 


348,233 


212 550 


Dl lU 


n 7 


353,095 


219,120 


62.1 


3.1 


Total available 


936,180 


565,425 


60.4 


0.6 


931,779 


580,863 


62.'3 


2.7 


Total processed 


357,344 


217,468 


60.9 


3.6 


354,579 


217,366 


61.3 


0.0 


Rehabilitated 


779 


132,665 


58.8 


6.8 


227,652 


135,229 


59.4 


1.9 


Not rehabilitated (28) 


99,399 


65,284 


65.7 


-0.4 


96,352 


62,985 


65.4 


-3.5 


Not rehabilitated (30) 


32,173 


19,519 


60.7 


-3.4 


30,575 


19,152 


62.6 


-1,9 


Cases on hand, Sept. 30 
(Statuses 10 to 24) 


578,836 


347,957 


60.1 


- 1.2 


577,200 


363,497 


63.0 


4,5 



Table 11 - NiiQber of severely and non-severely disabled persons rehabilitated 
by State vocational rehabilitation agencies ^ percent change from 
previous year and percent severely disabled ^ Fiscal Years 1975-1985 
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57,4 
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lZ9t866 


- 0.2 


A^ ACO 

97 , 058 


-17.4 


o 

57.2 


1981 


138,380 


- 2.9 


117,501 


-12.7 


54.1 


1980 


142,545 


- 0.5 


134,591 


- 7.1 


51 .-4 


1979 


143,375 


+ 3.6 


144,950 


- 7.1 


49.9 


1978 


138,402 


+ 8.5 


155,994 


- 4.7 


47.0 


1977 


127,522 


+ 3.7 


163,680 


- 9.3 


43.8 


1976 


122,938 


+ 6.3 


180,390 


-13.4 


40.5 


1975 


115,746 


+ 1.5 


208,293 


-15.7 


35.7 



1/ Percent of all persons rehabilitated who were severely disabled 
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91,346 


61,326 
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Selected Personal and Program-Related Characteristics of Persons 
Rehabilitated by state VR Agencies and Reasons for Closure, 
Fiscal Years 1982 - 1984 



Section 13 of the Rehabilitation Act as amended in 1984 calls for the 
Ccmnissioner to collect a specified set of data on each client and report the 
information to the Congress in the Annual Report. The following sumnary of 
client and progrpm-related characteristics for persons rehabilitated in 
Fiscal Years 1962, 1983 and 1984 is offered in support of this new 
requirement. The data in this report are the latest currently available as 
some returns for Fiscal Year 1985 are still being processed. The figures for 
Fiscal Year 1984 are classified as preliminary since submittals for a 
few agencies have yet to be incorporated into the present file. However, 
these agencies are not expected to have a large impact on the final totals, 
percentages and means for Fiscal Year 1984. One set of data elements required 
in law—types of facilities or agencies which furnished services and whether 
each such facility or agency is public or private—is not included in this 
report because it is new to the reporting system and State agencies will need 
some time to incorporate it into their own systems. The agencies have been 
notified, however, of this new requirement with ti^e announcement of 0MB 

°^ ^® revised Case Service R^ort for Fiscal Years 1985, 1986 and 
1987. This IS the RSA-911 system, successor to the RSA-300 system, both of 
which are the sources of data on client chairacteristics. 

Summary 

Based on preliminary data for persons rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984 and 
final returns for earlier years, distinct changes are taking place in (a) the 
conposition of clients in State agency caseloads and in (b) the VR process 
Itself by which these clients are served. The homemaker closure, for 
exaitple, has declined dramatically in importance reaching its lowest level in 
18 years of data. Since a dispr<^rtionate number of homanakers were older 
females, it was not surprising to note the steady decline in women and older 
persons among rehabilitated clientele. Concommitantly, the proportion of 
rehabilitated persons placed into conpetitive enployment has reached the 
highest level that can be traced in historical records. Also, the improvement 
in mean client earnings at closure in Fiscal Year 1984 exceeded the rate of 
inflation for the first time in recent years. 

Process oriented factors relating to cost of case services, time spent in 
rehabilitation and types of services provided are undergoing changes in 
direction. The mean cost of case services, for exanple, declined for persons 
rehabilitated in both Fiscal Years 1983 and 1984, the first declines noted in 
at least two decades. The mean length of time spent in rehabilitation has 
also declined recently while relatively fewer clients have received medical 
services or were being sent to college. At the same time, more clients have 
received on-the-job ^^nd personal and vocational adjustment training. 

The foregoing trends tend to indicate that State agencies are becoming more 
placement-oriented and are providing services that are less expensive and 
which take less time. 
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Age at referral 



Clients rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984 were, on the average, 32.5 years 
old when referred for vocational rehabilitation (VR) services* This was the 
third year in a row that the mean age at referral has dropped after icany 
years of increases* The recent decline in clients over age 44 also continued 
in Fiscal year 1984 and is now below 20 percent of the total* The greatest 
gains were recorded in the proportion of individuals in the prime working ages 
of 25 to 44 years now enconpassing nearly 45 percent of all clients* 
Interestingly, the youngest clients, those under 18 years old at referral, 
have declined in prc^rtion, falling below nine percent for the first tine 
since at least the xnid-1960's* 

Sex 

Fenales accounted for a smaller proportion of persons rehabilitated for the 
fourth year in a row reaching 43*4 percent of the total in Fiscal Year 1984. 
This is the lowest proportion for females in a decade* The decline is 
directly related to the reduction in homemaker closures reported by State 
agencies* Recently, the proportion of homemaker closures among wcxnen has 
declined from approximately one-quarter to one-fifth of the total* 

Race/Stfanicity 

Minority races have conprised roughly one-fifth of those rehabilitated by 
State VR agencies for many years* Persons of Hispanic origin represented 6*6 
percent of the rehabilitants for Fiscal Year 1984* 

Education 

The educational attainment of VR clients has iirproved steadily in recent 
years* More that half (53*0 percent) of the individuals rehabilitated in 
Fiscal Year 1984 had conpleted at least 12 grades of formal schooling (high 
school graduates) ccmpared to 50*7 percent two years earlier* An additional 
14*6 percent received special education by virtue of having a major or 
secondary disabling condition of mental retardation* 

Source of Referral 

Referrals by individuals (physicians, self-referrals and other individuals) 
represented 44*1 percent of the cases rdiabilitated during Fiscal Year 1984* 
Self -referral was the most prevalent single source of referral (23*2 percent) 
and has been the fastest growing referral source; Only 19*2 percent of 
persons rehabilitated five years earlier were so referred* An increase was 
also reported in the proportion of clients referred to VR by elementary or 
high schools accounting for 10*4 percent of the rehabilitations in Fiscal Year 
1984 after a recent low of 9*5 percent in Fiscal Year 1981* This finding is 
correlated to the decreasing age of VR clients* Gonerally, referrals from 
public sources other than educational institutions have declined in proportion 
led by welfare agencies and the Social Security Administration* Both of 
these latter referral sources accounted for fewer than four percent each of 
the persons rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984* Public welfare agencies have 
declined in proportion for ten consecutive years and Social Security for five 
years* 
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Major disabling conflition 



Most groupings of disabilily types among rdiabilitated persons have declined 
in proportion in recent years. This has been brought about by (a) the recent 
inclusion of specific developnental disorders (learning disabilities) into 
the reporting system which accounted for 2.2 percent of all persons rdabili- 
tated in Fiscal Year 1984, (b) a modest one point increase in the proportion 
of mentally retarded persons (led entirely by those with mild retardation) in 
the last three years reaching 12.7 percent in Fiscal Year 1984 and (c) a 
nearly two point gain in the proportion of alcoholics in the last three years 
culminating in 6.8 percent of the total rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984. 
Alcoholics, the mildly retarded and those with psychoneurotic disorders con- 
?SiS^?^4.*5L*^^.°^J """^ SEecific disability groups among persons 
rdabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984. Among the broad disabilily categories, 
declining proportions have been noted esnong those with digestive system dis- 
orders, the mentally ill and those with orthopedic impairments. The decrease 
in the proportion of persons with digestive disorders has been rather 
sharp—fron 5.1 percent in Fiscal Year 1979 to 2.5 percent only five years 
later. Most of this decrease has been' in the category of dental conditions. 
The decline in the mentally ill has been more gradual decreasing to 18.5 

i'L^^!^ orthopedically Inpaired, still the largest 

broadly defined gro\?>ing of disabled persons, have declined to 22.2 percent 
of the total in Fiscal Year 1984. 

Primary cause of major disabling condition 



Roughly eight percent of the orthopedic impairments were caused by accidents 
involving the spinal cord. Accidents and other injuries are the primary 
causes for the majority of the orthopedic ixpairments and anputations of 
extremities. 

Time spent in VR 

The rehabilitation process (from referral to closure) took, on the average, 
21.9 months for clients rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984. This is about one 
7°"HL^®®v ^ average reported only one year earlier. Clients renalnlng 
in the rehabilitation process for more than two years declined in proportion 
from 34.1 percent in Fiscal Year 1983 to 30.9 percent in Fiscal Year 1984. 

Types of services Provided 

In the 15 years for which the statistical series on types of services is 
available, the lowest proportions of rehabilitated clients in receipt of 
medical services (restoration) was recorded in Fiscal Year 1984--37;5 
^l^^: *^ ^ fourth consecutive decline in the proportion of 

rehabilitated clients receiving restoration. Ihe proportion of rehabilitated 
clients receiving any kind of training has typically ranged narrowly from 50 
to 53 percent through the years. On an estimated basis, however, roughly 55 
percent of clients rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984 received trainini i^iich, 
if maintained in the final figures, would be the highest sudi percentage ever 
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A shift in the types of training delivered to individuals e^ipears to be 
occurring. Less ejqpensive t^pes of training sudi as on-the-job training and 
personal and vocational adjustment are being provided more frequaitly 
as vocaticxial and trade school training increased to its highest 
proporticm ever in Fiscal Year 1984 (13.4 percent) • Tbe more expensive kind 
of training involved in sanding clients to colleges and universities has 
declined in frequency reaching its lowest level of 10.9 percent in over a 
decade. 

Post of case services 

If the mean cost of purchasing services for persons rdiabilitated in Fiscal 
Year 1984 of $1,460 is not too sharply revised vdien final figures become 
available, then Fiscal Year 1984 will represent the second consecutive annual 
decline in the average case service cost. The final mean case service cost 
for persons rdiabilitated in Fiscal Year 1983 was $1,495 and for Fiscal Year 
1982, $1,539, the highest mean ever recorded. Declines in cost appear asso- 
ciated with the decreasing amount of time that rdiabilitated clients are 
Expending in the VR process and with diminishing proportions of clients re- 
ceiving potentially ejqpensive services such as college or university training 
and medical services %Aiich can include surgery and hospitalization. State 
agencies, are, perhaps, achieving a measure of success in seeking similar 
benefits for their clients, costs paid by non-VR sources, which are not di- 
rectly reflected in data submitted in the Case Service Report system. None 
of the cost figures includes amounts for program administration or personnel 
salaries. 

^- 

Work status at referral and closure 

About four out of every five clients (80.6 percent) rehabilitated in Fiscal 
Year 1984 were not working v*iai referred to VR. At closure, more than three- 
quarters (79.0 percent) of the rehabilitants were placed into the competi- 
tive labor market. This figure is significant for two reasons. First, it 
represents the third fairly steep increase in as many years and, second, it 
is the highest prqportion observed in at least the last quarter of a century 
and, probably, nudi longer than that. There has been, at the same time, a 
significant decline in the nunober and proportion of homeroaker closures. In 
Fiscal Year 1981, 15.7 percent of the clients (or 39,360 persons) were 
rehabilitated as homemakers. This was the second highest proportion recorded 
in 18 years of data. By Fiscal Year 1984, however, the number of homemaker 
closures dropped by forty percent to 23,621 to represent only 11.0 percent of 
the total rehabilitations, the lowest proporticm ever recorded. 

It would seem that efforts made by State agencies to reduce the frequency of 
the homemaker closure, the legitimacy of which has been questioned in certain 
instances, are coming to fruition. The emphasis is clearly on the regular 
job market as even the proportion of clients rehabilitated into sheltered 
eiqployment fell in Fiscal Year 1984 for the first time in many years. 

Weekly earnings at referral and closure 

In the week before referral to VR, 85.1 percent of persons rdiabilitated in 
Fiscal Year 1984 had no earnings, the highest such proportion that can be 
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traced in records going back to the 1950's. The mean earnings at referral, 
including the great bulk of clients with no earnings, was $20.40. At closure 
in Fiscal Year 1984, rrfiabilitated clients averaged $151.30 per week, 
including those %ri.th zero earnings. The proportion at closure with no 
earnings, 11.5 percent, is the lowest in at least a quarter of a c^itury. 

The mean weekly earnings at closure in Fiscal Year 1984 for persons who had 
earnings (i.e. exclusive of the non-wage-eamers) was $171.00, or 5.5 percent 
more than the mean of $162.10 for earners rdiabilitated in Fiscal Year 1983. 
•Hiis was the first time in recent years that the annual increase in the mean 
weekly earnings at closure exceeded the gain in inflation as measured by the 
Constxner Price Index vAiich increased by only 4.3 percent from 1983 to 1984. 

Oocupation at closure 

T he dec line in the proportion of homemakers rehabilitated at closure, was 
accoapanied by a roughly cooparable increase of persons rehabilitated into 
industrial occupations and, especially into structural occupations. Struc- 
tural occipations are those in construction work, metal fabrication, welding, 
painting, excavation, etc. Overall, industrial oocvpations accounted for 
29.8 percoit of persons rdiabilitated in Fiscal Year 1984 conpared to 
26.6 percent just two years earlier. The structural occupation category 
advanced to 8.3 percent in Fiscal Year 1984 from 6.4 percent in Fiscal Year 
1982* 

•Rie service category is the second largest grouping of occupations into v^ich 
clients were placed in Fiscal Year 1984--acoounting for 21.8 percent of the 
total. Service occupations have generally risen in importance in recent years 
led mostly by occupations in food and beverage proration and building 
services occupations. 

Aside fron homemakers, the occupations with the largest r€K»nt decline were 
the professions, falling by one percentage point from Fiscal Year 1982 to 
12.3 percent of the total in Fiscal Year 1984. This decline was led 
primarily by fewer placements into occupations in medicine and health and in 
education. 

Reasons why applicant s are not accepted for vocational rehabilitation 
services 

The most comnon reason for non-acceptance of applicants in Fiscal Year 1984 
was that an offer of services was refused; this occurred 24.3 percent of the 
time. Another 19.1 percent of the applicants were cited for failing to coop- 
erate. In recent years, three other reasons for non-acceptance have been 
used with decreasing frequency. The first is "handicap too severe, or unfa- 
vorable medical prognosis" vdiich was used 8.3 percent of the time in Fiscal 
Year 1984. The decline in this reason suggests that agencies feel in- 
creasingly confid^it in dealing with severely disabled persons and 
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are now less likely to determine tliem to be ineligible for services. Two 
otber declining reasons — "no disabling condition" and "no vocational 
handicap"--suggest that agencies are beccnning more successful in inf orndng 
organizations and other sources that refer potential clients what the 
eligibility criteria are for acceptance into the progranu 

Beasoos wfav extended evaluation cases are not accep ted for vocational 
rdiabilitaticgi services 

j^licants vrtiose eligibility for VR services cannot readily be determined are 
provided some services to see if they have rehabilitation potential. This 
process is referred to as extended evaluation and cannot exceed 18 months. 
The majority of extended evaluation cases are now being accepted for 
rehabilitation services— the acceptance rate was 52.6 percent in Fiscal Year 
1985. Among extended evaluation cases not accepted for services, ti»e most 
conroonly cited reason in Fiscal Year 1984, and the fastest growing reason, was 
the failure to cooperate. The most rapidly declining reasons cited were (a) 
the severity of the underlying handicap (23.1 percent in Fiscal Year 1984) 
and (b) refusal of services (18.2 percent). 

Reasons why clients are not rdabilitated 

Before examining the reasons for the non-rehabilitation of clients, it should 
be pointed out that the rehabilitation, or "success", rate has risen in each 
of the last three years reaching 64.2 percent in Fiscal Year 1985. This is 
the proportion of closures from the active statuses that are classified as 
being rdiabilitated. 

Three reasons are each typically used over twenty percent of the time to 
describe why clients could not be rehabilitated. In Fiscal Year 1984 they 
were "unable to locate; or moved" (24.6 percent), "refused services" (22.0 
percent) and "failed to cooperate" (21.7 percent). The clearest trend in 
recent years among the various reasons has been the decline in the use of 
"handicap too severe or unfavorable medical prognosis" as a reason for 
closure. This reason was used 10.8 percent of the time in Fiscal Year 1984, 
the third consecutive annual decline after the record high of 13.2 percent 
was set in Fiscal Year 1981. The 10.8 percent figure for Fiscal Year 1984 
also represented the lowest such proportion in seven years. This trend 
suggests that State agencies are having greater success in providing 
services to severely disabled persons. 
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Profile of the Learnin g Disabled in the Rdiabilltation Program 



Introduction 



In 1981, State vocational rdiabilitation agencies were asked to enplcy a new 
code to identify those of their clients having a learning disability as the 
najor disabling condition. Using the terminology of the American Psychiatric 
Association's Diagnostic and Statistical Manual (DSM-III, 1980), the new 
gro^ping was referred to as "specific developmental disorders". Fiscal Year 
1983 was the first year for tabulation of data for the new disability group- 
ing—referred to hereafter as "learning disabilities" (ID) --was possible 
through the Case Service Report (RSA-300 system) . -Biere were, however, six 
State agencies not using the proper code for learning disabilities and a 
seventh agency that did not report the major disabling condition at all. If 
only one percent of the cases rdiabilitated by these seven agencies were of 
persons with a learning disability, then the tabulations in this ra>ort would 
have di^layed an additional 400 rdiabilitations for the ID population. 
Wiat follows is a brief profile of the LD clientele in the State-Btederal 
program as seen in the characteristics of those whose cases were closed out 
in Fiscal year 1983 conpared to closed cases among the non-U) population. 



Issues in Serving the Leatn^ n q Disabled 

^^2! fi^L?!!^.^^^^ ^ ^^""^^ in the learning disabled 

could be identified in the Case Service R^rt, at least two issues have 
quickly cone to the surface. First, the recent enphasis on providing 
services to this disability group appears, to some degree, to run counter to 
the emphasis in the Rdiabilitation Act on serving the severely disabled on a 
^ w 5:?!f ^^i^* * minority of the learning disabled (39.5 percent) 

rdiabilitated in Fiscal Year 1983 were classified as severely disabled 
ocxnpared to 59.0 percent of the rdiabilitated non-U) clientele. Continued 
enphasis on serving the severely disabled will likely mean that the growth of 
ID clients in State agency caseloads will be curtailed after a short period 
of expansion since they are not presently a good source of severely disabled 
peiTSons • 

A second issue is suggested by the recent growth of another disability 
group— the mildly mentally retarded— at the same time that the vocational 
needs of the learning disabled were being recognized in the rehabilitation 
program. Since Fiscal Year 1981, the mildly mentally retarded have increased 
in proportion among all rehabilitation persons (from 6.4 percent in Fiscal 
Year 1981 to7. 6 percent in Fiscal Year 1984). While this gain may not seem 
too pronounced, it comes after seven years of a decline. Hhe other two 
groups of mentally retarded persons identified in the Case Service Report— 
the moderately and severely retarded— have had virtually no change in their 
proportions in nearly a decade. The need for a clear distinction 
between the two disabilities becomes more important when one 
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realizes that the definition of nild mental retardation used in the vocational 
rehabilitation prograa Is not in accord with any definition found in the 
DSM-III. In rehabilitation 9 mild retardation entails maladaptive behavior 
and an IQ in the range of 70 to 85. In the DSM-*III» no IQ above 70 is 
recognized as mental retardation although a category called "borderline 
intellectual functioning*" (IQ in the 71*84 range) is listed. 



Personal and Program-Belated Characteristics of the Learning Disabled 
(See Appendix C for further statistical information.) 

Closures/rehabilitation rate 

The nuiri>er of persons with LD as the major disabling condition Who were 
vocationally rehabilitated In Fiscal Year 1983 totalled 2,696. This amounted 
to 1.3 percent of all persons rehabilitated that year. State agencies closed 
out another I936I cases of LD clients who could not be rehabilitated. These 
individuals constituted one percent of all persons who were not rehabilitated 
in Fiscal Year 1983. The rehabilitation rate for LD clients—rehabilitations 
as a percent of the sum of rehabilitations and non-rehabilitations — came to 
66.5 percent compared to a rehabilitation rate of 61.6 percent among non-LD 
clients. On a preliminary basis » 2.2 percent of clients rehabilitated in 
Fiscal Tear 1984 had a learning disability. 

Age at referral 

The most striking difference between LD and non-LD clients was their age at 
the time of referral for rehabilitation. Over a quarter (26.4 percent) of 
the rehabilitated LD clients were under 18 years of age at referral compared 
to only 9.3 percent of the non-*LD group. More then a third (36.5 percent) of 
the LD clientele were 18 or 19 years old at referral compared to only 9.7 
percent of the non-LD clients. At the other end of the age spectrum, only 
one percent of the LD*s were 50 years old or over at referral while 14.3 
percent of the non-LD*s were in this older age grouping. The mean age of 
rehabilitated LD clients at referral was 21.0 years compared to 32.7 years for 
the comparable non-LD group. 

Among the LD population^ the highest rehabilitation rate, 70.5 percent , was 
associated with persons 18 or 19 years old at referral. (This excludes the 
older age groups having fe^er than 50 closures each.) This rehabilitation 
rate was much higher then for the groupings of LD clients under 18 years old 
and 20-24 years old at referral (63.1 and 64.4 percent, respectively). It 
is presumed that the recency of high school graduation is a positive factor 
in heliiing to effect a successful rehabilitation. The non-LD clients 
exhibited little change in the rehabilitation rate through the mld-*40*8 
(approximately 60 percent). Thereafter » the rehabilitation rate rose 
dramatically as the homemaking closure was employed with greater frequency. 

Sex 

The overwhelming majority of rehabilitated LD clients were males (72.7 
percent). This contrasted sharply with the male majority of only 54.9 
percent among non-LD clientele. Even more surprising was the finding that 
the rehabilitation rate for male LD closures was higher than the rate for 
female closures » 67.6 percent vs 63.9 percent, respectively. This reverses 
the typical pattern in the State-Federal program where the rehabilitation 
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rate for females exceeds that for males, ibsong non-LD closures In Fiscal 
Tear 1983, for example. 65.1 percent of the feiules and 58.9 percent of the 
males were rehabilitated. Historically higher rehabilitation rates for 
females is associated with the much higher prevalence of the homeoaklng 
closure among them. With the homemaking closure unlikely for the young people 
comprising the LD population, the outcomes available to males and females are 
comparable. For reasons not obvious from the data displayed, however, state 
agencies found it somewhat easier to rehabilitate LD males than LD females. 

Family Income 

The families of rehabilitated learning disabled clients had higher incomes 
than their non-LD counterparts. Over half (52.2 percent) of the LD clients 

°^ ! Ihl P*'*^*«*' °^ the non-LD clients resided in families whose income 
exceeded $600 in the month before referral for rhlgher income categories 
where approximately 70 percent of those in families with monthly incomes of 
$500 or more were rehabilitated. For non-LD clients rehabilitation rates are 
positively correlated with increasing amounts of family income. 

Public Assistance Status at Referral 

Given the higher family incomes of LD clients, it is not surprising that 
fewer of them were on public assistance at referral than was the case among 
the non-LD clients. Only 6.9 percent of the rehabilitated LD clientele were 
welfare recipients at referral compared to 15.6 percent of the non-LD group. 
The LD client on public assistance was a little less likely to have been 
successfully rehabilitated than was the non-LD recipient (47.7 percent vs 
50.0 percent, respectively). The rehabilitation rates were reversed, however 
for non-recipients— 68.9 percent for LD clients and 64.6 percent for non-LD ' 
Clients. 

Work Status at Referral 

Only 12.5 percent of rehabilitated LD clients and 14.4 percent of the non-LD 
group were competitively employed at referral. A much larger proportion of 
the rehabilitated LD group was classified as not working by virtue of being a 
student (35.6 percent vs 13.3 percent of the non-LD clientele). A very high 
proportion of both LD and non-LD closures competitively employed at referral 
were successfully rehabilitated-79.7 percent and 80.4 percent, respectively. 
Much lower rehabilitation rates were observed for both groups when 
individuals were not working at referral, roughly 57 percent to 67 percent 
depending upon the type of non-working status and disability. 

Work Status at Closure 

likely than their non-LD counterparts to be 
rehabilitated into competitive employment, 93.0 percent to 76.6 percent 
respectively. Conversely, they were much less likely to be closed into 
homeinaking— 2.2 percent vs 12.6 percent, for LD and non-LD clients, 
respectively. Clearly, this findings is closely allied to the age difference 
in the two groups where few of the LD clients were old enough to consider as 
candidates for a homemaking closure. 
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Weekly Earnings at Beferral 

The great najorlty of rehabilitated clients had no earnings at referral 
regardless of type of disability. Only 13.4 percent and 15.8 percent of LD 
and non-LD clients » respectively » reported any earnings in the veek before 
referral. The mean weekly earnings for LD clients at referral » including the 
vast najority with no earnings at all, came to $14.40 coiqmred to $21.40 for 
the non-LD group. For the relatively few wage-earners, mean earnings of LD 
workers at referral came to $107.70 and for non-LD workers, $135.40. 

Por both groups, non-wage-eamers were much less likely than wage-earners to 
be successfully rehabilitated. The rehabilitation rate for non-wage-eamlng 
LD clients was 64.8 percent compared to at least 71.4 percent for the various 
earnings groups. For non-LD clients, the rehabilitation rate was only 59*1 
percent for non-earners compared to rehabilitation rates starting from 68*5 
percent for the different earnings groupings. 

Weekly Earnings at Closure 

Since more of the rehabilitated LD clients were competitively employed, it is 
not surprising to find that more of them had some earnings in the week 
before closure, 97.5 percent vs. 86.8 percent of the successfully 
rehabilitated non LD group. Greater proportions of the non-LD clientele, 
however, were found to have had weekly earnings at closure of $200 or 
more — 25.1 percent vs. 18.4 percent of the LD group. This difference is more 
pronounced at earnings levels of $300 a week and over. This discrepancy is 
understandable in terms of the greater work experience of non-LD clients. 
The mean weekly earnings at closure of rehabilitated LD persons, including 
those with no earnings, came to $146.80 compared to $141.60 for the non-LD 
group. When the non^age-eamers were excluded from the computation of the 
mean, the non-LD group has higher earnings — 163.00 per week vs $150.70 per 
seek for the LD cohort. This finding, too, is related to the greater work 
experience of the non-LD population. 

Occupation at closure 

The distribution of occupational groupings among rehabilitated learning 
disabled clients differed considerably from that of the non-LD population. 
Over one-third (35.3 percent) of LD persons were rehabilitated into service 
occupations compared to only 22.0 percent of the non-LD group. The LD 
clientele also exceeded their non-LD counterparts in each of the five broad 
groupings of industrial occupations with the biggest difference showing up in 
structural occupations (e.g. a variety of construction Jobs including 
welding, cutting, painting as well as metal fabrication) - 12.2 percent vs. 
7.7 percent of the non LD cohort. Members of the non-LD group were far 
likelier than the learning disabled to be placed into professional 
occupations, clerical and sales positions and special VR occupations such as 
homemaking, unpaid family work and sheltered workshop work. 

Time spent in vocational rehabilitation 

The distribution of the time spent in vocational rehabilitation by the 
learning disabled population rehabilitated in Fiscal Tear 1983 was much more 
narrowly defined than the distribution of time for the non-LD group. This 
statistical anomaly made it possible for larger proportions of the non-LD 
group to be rehabilitated in less than seven months and more than 24 months. 
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The middle range of aontha —seven to 24 months— accounted for 69.8 percent of 
the rehabilitated LD population and only 53.0 percent of the non-LD group. 

rehabilitated LD clients spent only 18.2 months in vocational 
rehabilitation compared to 22.5 months for the non-LD group. 

The highest rehabiUtation rates for LD clients were for those in the 
rehabilitation process for one to two years— a success rate of about 70 
percent. For the non-LD group, the highest rehabilitation rates of roughly 
75 percent were for those staying in VR four to six months. 

Receipt of Restoration Services 

Only 8.0 percent of the LD clients rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1983 received 
restoration services. These are medical services for physical and mental 
conditions. A much larger proportion of the non-LD cohort of rehabilitated 
persons received such services during the vocational rehabilitation 
process— 39.0 percent. This disparity is not surprising given the large age 
differential between the two groupings of clients. The receipt or non- 
receipt of restoration services was not associated with a change of any 
consequence in the rehabilitation rates for LD clients— 67.3 percent if 
medical services had been provided and 66.4 percent if there had been no 
services. There was a considerable difference, however, in the 
rehabilitation rates for LD clients — 67.3 percent if medical services had 
been provided and 66.4 percent if there had been no services. There was a 
considerable difference, however, in the rehabilitation rates among the 
non-LD clientele depending upon the deUvery of restoration services— 73.1 
percent with such services vs. only 56.0 percent in the absence of such 
services. 

Receipt of Training Services 

LD clients rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1983 were much Ukelier than their 
non-ID counterparts to have received some type of training while undergoing 
rehabiUtation - 65.7 percent compared to 52.5 percent for the non-LD group- 
ing. This finding is in accord with the long-observed pattern of younger 
persons being likelier to receive training than older persons. Larger pro- 
portions of LD clients received vocational schooling, on-the-job- training 
and personal and vocational adjustment training. Interestingly, however, the 
non-LD group was likelier than the LD population to have been sent to col- 
lege as part of the rehabilitation process. The reason for this finding is 
not obvious since a much higher proportion of the LD cohort was of college 
age. It is possible that the nature of the various learning disabilitieo 
militates against the continuance of their education in college for the vast 
majority of individuals. 

In both LD and non-LD clients, the receipt of some form of training led to 
higher rehabilitaticn rates than if no training had been provided. 
Importantly, however, training had more of a positive impact on the LD 
clientele. The rehabilitation rates for both groups were similar in the 
absence of any training— 58.7 percent for the LD population and 57.9 percent 
for the non-IB grouping. When training was received, the rehabilitation rate 
for the LD cohort rose to 71.4 percent and the non-LD grouping to 65.4 
percent. The type of training producing the highest rehabilitation rates for 
both types of clients was on-the-job training. For the LD population, this 



53 



came to 82*2 percent vs. 64*0 percent without on-the-job training and for the 
non-LD group it came to 79*4 percent vs 60*8 percent in the absence of OJT* 



Severity of Disability 

Not unexpectedly» the learning disabled were less likely to be classified as 
being severely disabled — 39*5 percent vs. 59*0 percent of the non-LD clients. 
This discrepancy is explained by the youthfulness of the LD grouping and by 
the absence of a definition of severe disability in the reporting system 
geared specifically to the learning disabled* Those classified as severely 
disabled in both groups were less likely to be rehabilitated than persons 
who were not severely disabled* Mong the learning disabled » the 
rehabilitation rates were 62*8 percent for the severely disabled and 69*1 
percent for the non-severely disabled* Among the non-learning disabled* the 
rehabilitation rates were 59*2 percent for the severely disabled and 65*5 
percent for the non-severely disabled* 

Cost of Case Services 

State rehabilitation agencies spent considerably less money on their LD 
clientele rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1983 than on non-LD persons* The mean 
cost of purchasing services for the LD grouping was $876*5 compared to 
$1» 484*9 for the rehabilitated non-LD clients » a difference of nearly 70 
percent more for the latter group* A similar disparity was observed among 
persons who could not be rehabilitated* The LD clients not successfully 
rehabilitated averaged $572*3 in case service costs while their non-LD 
counterparts averaged $948* 0» or about 66 percent more* The LD population 
seldom required medical services while the training services they received in 
greater numbers than the non-LD group were generally less expensive services 
such as vocational schooling » on-the-job training and personal and vocational 
adjustment training* They were much less likely to receive the more 
expensive college training than were the non-LD clients* 

Distribution by State Agency 

The general agencies most contributing to the total of 2»696 rehabilitations 
of learning disabled clients in Fiscal Year 1983 were California (768), 
Texas (297), Wisconsin (213), Georgia (139), Illinois (130), and Louisiana 
(103)* These six agencies were the only ones recording more than one hundred 
rehabilitations and collectively accounted for 61*2 percent of all LD 
rehabilitations* Since six agencies did not use the proper disability code 
for learning disabilities and a seventh neglected to report the major 
disabling condition the true count of LD rehabilitations in Fiscal Year 
1983 is unknown* Complicating the picture is the fact that California used a 
code for LD clients already belonging to another disability group* The large 
majority of clients with the code in question, however, are believed to be LD 
persons* Allowing for all these problems, an estimate of LD rehabilitations 
would be on the order of 3,000 persons* 
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HMDXCKPPD M1BRZGM1 X^IDXAM VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION SERVICES 

Part D 

Motion IM 

IMos«l Funds 91,430,090 

n» 1917 MandRants to tho Rohabilitatlon Act of 1973 authorized a discre- 
tionuy grant ptogcwn to aMist Indian tribes in develc^ing the capacity to 
pcovida vocational cahabilitation aorvices to disabled American Indians re- 
siding on rsdscal and Stata casacvationa. Funds were first apprqpriated 
undac thia psogcan in FY 1981 and were earmarked by the Congress for the 
Mavajo Tciba. Wt 1982 and 1983 funds were earmarked for the same purpose. 
Although ooapatition for this grant program was announced in FY 1984, the 
Mavajo Nation %»as tha only applicant. All available fY 1984 funds were 
Mardad, tharafora, to tha Navajo Nation to continue its bilingual and bi- 
cultaral rahabilitation aarvica program. 

In FY 199S, six Indian tribaa applied for support under this program. Three 
grants totalling 91,197,667 ware awarded to the following tribes: The 
ChippaMa Craak Buainaaa Conmittae - Rocky Boy Tribe, the Navajo Tribe, and 
tha YakiBM Tribal Council. Project awards ranged from $163,966 for the 
YAiaa Tribal Council to 9715,000 for the Navajo tribe. It is estimated that 
1299 disablad Amarioan Indiana were served by these three projects in 1985. 
9inoa tita other three applicants were not recomtnended for funding the 
raaaining fUnda totalling $322,333 were returned to the U. S. Treasury. 
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Section 14 

Program and Project Evaluation 
Federal Funds $2,000,000 

Section 14 of the Act mandates evaluation of all authorized programs, their 
effectiveness in achieving goals and their effectiveness in relation to their 
cost. It requires that standards be established and used for the evaluation 
required by subsection 14. Section 101(a) (15) requires state plans to in- 
clude continuing statewide studies of the needs of handicapped people and how 
these needs may be roost effectively met. Sections 112(h), 131, 621(d) and 
711(e) call for specific evaluations. These include: African Indian 
vocational rehabilitation services, client assistance projects, projects with 
industry and independent living centers. In addition, the developnnent of 
program evaluation standards for the latter three programs is also required. 

The status of all evaluation activities that were either started in FY 1985 
or continued in FY 1985 from the previous year are as follows: 

. Evaluation of the Projects with Industry (PWI) Program. 
Completed February 1986, 

. Analysis of Cost and Benefits in Rehabilitation, 
Completed December 1985. 

. Evaluation of the Independent Living Program, 
Scheduled completion May 1986, 

. Developmoit of a Rehabilitation Training Fund Allocation on Model. 
Completed January 1986, 

, Evaluation of the Client Assistance Progr^^m (CAP) , 
Expected conpletion July 1986, 

. Evaluation of the American Indian Vocational Rehabilitation 
Program (Navajo VR Program) . Expected completion May 1986, 

. Patterns in Financial Match for the Vocational Rehabilitation 
Basic Grants Program, Conpleted December 1985, 

. A study of Management Inproveroent Efforts in State VR agencies. 
Scheduled conpletion May 1986, 

. Analysis of State VR Agency Caseload and Placement Patterns and 
Trends, Scheduled completion January 1987, 




state Inplementation of Rehabilitation Act Beguirements Pertaining 
to the Severely Disabled. E2qpec±ed canpletion July 1986. 

Evaluation of Youth Transition from School to Work, Joint project 
with Special Education Program. Pilot study canpletion expected 
Septenfeer 1986. 

Evaluation of Handica^qped Migratory Agricultural and Seasonal 
Farmworker Vocational Rehabilitation Service Projects. Expected 
completion October 1986. 

Evaluation of Special Rdiabilitation Projects and Demonstrations 
for Severely Disabled Individuals. Escpected completion Novanber 
1986. 

Evaluation of the National Institute of HandicaE%)ed Research's 
Research and Training Centers (RTC's). Expected completion 
Decenber 1986. 

Analysis of Rehabilitation Programs in the Proprietary Sector. 
Expected completion June 1987. 
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TITLE II 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HANDICAPPED RESEARCH 



43 

59 



Title II 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HANDIC3^PED RESEARCH 
Federal EUnds - $39,000,000. ^ 



Title II of the Rdiabilitation, Conpr^iensive Services and Developmental 
DisabiUties Amenchnents (P.L. 95-602) established the National Institute of 
HandicaEiped Research (NIHR) in 1978. The Institute provides leadership and 
support for a natioial and international program of conqprdiensive and coordi- 
nated rdiabilitation researdi and the utilization of that information. In 
addition, the Director of the Institute is the caiairman of the Interagency 
Comnittee on Handicapped Researdi (ICHR) , vfyidci is charged with coordinating 
rehabilitation researdi efforts across the Federal Government. 

During ms, the total NIHR program budget was $39,000,000. These funds 
were used for; Rehabilitation Researdi and Training Centers ($18,061,604); 
Rehabilitation Engineering Centers ($7,817,251); Research and Danonstration 
Projects ($:j, 399,402); Information utilization and Dissemination Projects 
($2,720,910); the Mary E. Switzer Fellowship Program ($453,900); Field Initi- 
ated Research ($4,935,755), and Innovation Grants ($1,277,031). In addi- 
tion, the Model ^inal Cord Injury System Program was funded at $5,000,000. 
The remaining funds t«re used for priority materials produced under contract, 
paying field readers, and a 1% set aside for end of the year reconciling and 
potential problems. 

Section 203 

The Interagency ComDoittee on Handicapped Researdi 

The Interagency Coomittee on Handicapped Research, chaired by the Director of 
NIHR, has increasingly become a focal point, resource and a forum for Federal 
agencies conducting or starting rehabilitati(xi researdi. Twenty agencies 
have regularly attended scheduled meetings and some 38 units in E^ral 
agencies having concern for the rehabilitation of persons who are handicapped 
have actively participated in eight ICHR Subcommittees. (See Appendix E for 
ICHR menobership and subcommittees) . Thirty-two interagexy activities were 
organized, including cooperative agreements and co-funding of conferences, 
research centers and projects. 

These projects included; 

o The growth of the Job Accommodations Network through which private 
sector enployers share experiences in adjusting the work environment 
to fuxxmnnodate disabled workers. 

o Cooperation in Inspire '85, a national forum and demonstration on 



^39, 000, 000 appropriation, plus 5,000,000 for Model Spinal Cord Injuy 
System 
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the Mall in Washington, D.C, fcxnising on the abilities of handi- 
capped persons* 

o Organizing and conducting a national state-o£-the art conference on 
A^ing and Rehabilitation co-chaired and coH^nsored b/ three agency 
directors in collaboration with an NIHR Rdiabilitation Research and 
Training Center in Aging. Twenty federal and voluntary agency repre- 
sentatives served on the planning cooinittee for the conf^ence that 
attracted ov^ 400 nultidisciplinary comcnunity and academic leaders 
from 39 states and two foreign countries* 

o Continued progress in the development of the Interagency Rehabili- 
tation Research Information System (IRRIS) whidi has been developed 
to identify all researc* related to the rehabilitation of handicapped 
individuals sponsored by the Federal agencies. (See Appendix F for 
more details on IRRIS). 

o Participation of the National Institute of Handicapped Research 
staff on 18 interagency committees and work grou^ whose primary 
responsibility belonged to other agencies. 

Rehabilitation Researdi and Training Centers 
Federal Funds - $18,061,604. 

During FY 1985, the NIHR funded thirty-seven Rdiabilitation Research and 
Training Centers (RRTCs). Core areas covered the medical, psychosocial, and 
vocational aspects of the rehabilitation of disabled persons. Specific pro- 
jects concaritrated on mental retardation, attitudinal barriers, indep^^t 
living, the elderly, mental illness, deafness and hearing impairment, blind- 
ness and low vision, arthritis, special p<^lations, pulmonary and neuromus- 
cular disease, brain trauma, spinal cord injury, and vocational 
rehabilitation. Five new Rehabilitation Researdi and Training Centers were 
funded in FY 1985: one in Ccnmunity Integration (Syracuse); two in Ind^nd- 
ent Living (Texas Institute for Rehabilitation Research (TIRR) and Kansas) ; 
two in Aging (University of Painsylvania and Rancho Los Aroigos), and one in 
the P^chiatrically Disabled (New York) . 

In response to demonstrated regional needs, each center also conducted ap- 
proximately 4-6 short-term continuing education courses for rehabilitaticxi 
personnel. Approximately 8,500 professionals nationwide received this train- 
ing. The RRTC program has been shown to influence medical and rehabilitation 
education throughout the U.S. with the infusion of new ideas and information 
resulting from research. 

Some highlights of recent research activity include: 

o In FY *85 a new Rehabilitation Research and Training Center was es- 
tablished at Syracuse University to identify and focus on actual 
practices for operating ccxmunity residences. All research will 
stress matters of practical relevance for helping states, communi- 
ties, parents, consumers and service providers to develop and improve 
intec^rated corattunity living arrangements. Exenplary programs will be 
identified and studied from both quantitative and qualitative per- 
spectives to assess innovative and best practices. The C«iter's 
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activity will focus on idaitifying, documenting and evaluating inno- 
vative and best practices for developing integrated coonunity living 
arrangemoits. Training materials and information packages on best 
practices will be developed and disseninated to a national audience 
of state representatives, parents, consumers, service providers and 
policy makers. The project also will provide training and technical 
assistance to states, comnunities and parent and consumer groups on 
developing integrated connunity living arrang«ients, and will prcxnote 
information storing and coc^ration with the independent living cen- 
ter mDvement. 

o Another new center was established at the Albert Einstein College 
of Medicine of Yeshiva University. This center will conduct interre- 
lated research and training projects organized around three core 
areas and directed toward inproving and maintaining the rehabilita- 
tion of psychiatrically disabled persons. The three general areas 
are: 1) vocational rdiabilitation outccme studies; 2) development of 
standardized disability determinations; and 3) rehabili cation in- 
terventions in the hcxoe, in the oommonity, and in the criminal jus- 
tice system. The central theme involves the effects of 
deinstitutionalizaticxi upon chronic mentally disabled individuals and 
plans and strategies to inprove and maintain r^iabilitation efforts. 
This center is co-funded with the National Institute of Mental Health 

o The Portland State University RRTC is developing a therapeutic case 
advocacy model for seriously emotionally disturbed adolescents. 
Bnphasis will be placed on the development and coordination of serv- 
ices and on strategies to increase collaboration among service pro- 
viders and families of the children. 

o A universily-based rehabilitation model for psychiatrically disa- 
bled young adults with college potential has been developed by the 
Boston University RRTC. The program brings these young adults back to 
che college canpus for training and career development. The goal is 
to allow the students to enter educational programs and obtain jdb 
placement. The model will s^ve forty students and will be rep- 
licated at other universities. 

o The Menninger RRTC has coopleted a study of disabled workers enter- 
ing and leaving the disability support system of income payments and 
benefits. Through the coqoeration of a major insurance conpany, the 
study's authors were able to obtain and analyze actual data on indi- 
vidual long-term disability claims. The resulting report "The Disa- 
bility System: A Dynamic Analysis", presents a conplete model of the 
steps and conditions frcxn onset of the disability through the ensuing 
steps to return to work, retirement or death. The report is particu- 
larly significant for its contributions to inproving understanding of 
the characteristics of workers who became disabled, the structure of 
the disability support and rehabilitation systems, the possible 
routes by which a person enters this disability system, and possible 
exit routes. 
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o The publication *^orqpetitive Ernplqyinent For Persons With Maital 
Retardation: Frcan Research To Practice,** edited by Paul Wehnan and 
Janet W. Hill (Virginia ConmcxMealth University RRTC) is a 428-page 
coKopendium of studies related to the enplcynent of individuals with 
mental retardation, their transiti(xi frcnn school to work, parent 
involvement in their vocational training and enployment, and bdiav- 
ioral training strategies to assist at the worksite. The research 
peqpers are original r^>orts of innovative work using the supported 
enployment model accoiplished by the Virginia Ccnmonwealth Universily 
RRTC* 

o In FY* 85 a national pediatric trauma rehabilitation data retrieval 
systen was created utilizing the results of b^enty pediatric trauma 
centers in the United States. This database will provide definitive 
results on the long-term clinical and functional consequences of 
trauma and enable evaluation of medical and surgical rehabilitation 
tedinigues, including cost-benefits* 

o At the Universi^ of Alabama RRTC, a definitive study has been 
ccxipleted on the pathc^ysiology of re^iratory ccxqplications in 
guadriplegia* The results of the study have produced, for the first 
time in the medical literature, a treatment algorithm for life- 
threatening and costly respiratory conplications in persons who are 
^inal cord injured* 

o A coiqprehensive guide has been developed for multiple sclerosis 
patients and their families through the research of the Albert 
Einstein College of Medicine RRTC. The publication has been widely 
distributed by the Raven Press and the National Multiple Sclerosis 
Society. This handbook provides useful information on the most dif- 
ficult medical management and rehabilitation issues of multiple scle- 
rosis and provides practical e^roaches to maximize independent 
functioning and self-care* 



Rehabilitation Engineering Centers (REC*S) 
Federal Funds - $7,667,251 



During FY 1985, NIHR funded fifteen Rdiabilitiation Engineering Centers 
(REC*s) in the United States and one in Yugoslavia* The REC*s apply advances 
in medical and other technology to the problems faced by disabled persons in 
their environment* Each center conducts approximately ten individual pro- 
jects on allying rehabilitation engineering knowledge to such areas as: 
blindness aids, design and manufacture of wheelchairs, functional electrical 
stimalation, transportation, measurenoent of functional capacity, evaluation 
of devices, treatment of low bade pain, prosthetics and orthotics, worksite 
modification, hearing aids, and ccnnunication devices for individuals who are 
non-vocal* 
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In addition, each center assists in the developromt of maipower and training 
programs throu^ Which the techniques, hardware and systenos developed can be 
introduced safely into the service delivery system. Approxinately 2000 
professionals working in the fields of rdiabilitation engineering, fAiysical 
and occupational therapy, speech and hearing, psychology, social work, ortho- 
pedic and physical medicine participate in training programs sponsored by the 
RECs each year. 

Scnie examples of recent progress are: 

o The Smith-Kettlewell REC in California developed and helped 
GCnpnercialize "Telegram", a telephone coranaunication system for deaf- 
&!lin(d persons. 

o At the Rancho Los Amigos center devices for the functional electri- 
cal stimulation (FES) of atrophied muscles were developed and pro- 
vided to commercial markets. Ihese pemit paraplegic persons to 
stand, maintain or increase their range of moticxi and inhibit sfpas- 
ticity. FES also may be used as orthoses . 

o Orthotic systems for the lower extremity, using technologies of 
total joint replacement, were developed and comntiercialized at the 
Northwestern University Rdiabilitaticxi Engineering Center. They can 
be used in cotibination post-operatively in patients with total joint 
r^lacements. 

o The University of Virginia Rehabilitation Engineering Center has 
transferred to the wheelchair industry the many v^eelchair and seat- 
ing systems that have been developed by the Center. These include the 
grooved caster vAieel, a gel battery and the NASA/tJVA composite vtoeel- 
chair. 



Research and Demonstration Projects 
Federal Funds - $3,399,402. 
Projects - 28 

Through grants and contracts, the Institute investigates unsolved problems 
relating to the specific needs of handicapped persons and vocational reha- 
bilitation and other services. These 28 projects canplement and supplement 
the RRTC and REC programs. 

Some highlights of the Research and Demonstration Program in 
FY»85 are; 

o A project at Howard University is developing research strategies to 
assess the frequency and distribution of various disabilities among 
Black Americans, delineating age groups and geographic locations. 
They also are investigating the relationship between psychosocial 
variables and disabled Black populations and vocational training out- 
reach programs to increase the number of minorities receiving serv- 
ices. 
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o In a project at the Western Pennsylvania Sciiool for The Blind, ccra- 
prehensive assessment packages are being devel(^)ed for examining the 
interactions and adjustment of families with a visually impaired 
child. Bdiavior family therapy will then be provided to gro\:ps of 
thirty visually impaired, spina bifida and non-handicapped children 
and their families. 

o In a project at the University of Arkansas researchers will use RSA 
and Social Security Administration data to conduct a longitudinal 
study on the errployment status and income of graduates from post- 
secondary education programs for deaf students. A state-of-the-art 
profile of postsecondary education for this population will result. 

Research Utilization and Dissemination 
Federal Funds - $2,720,910. 
Projects - 17 

The importance of research knowledge utilization is stressed throughout the 
legislation authorizing nihr. The dissemination of information concerning 
developments in rehabilitation procedures, methods, and devices to rehabili- 
tation professionals and to disabled persons is being carried out among other 
ways through 17 Research Utilization and Dissemination projects. Accomplish- 
ments of this past year include: 

o Eighteen local and state adoptions of exemplary practices in transi- 
tion of youth with disabilities from school to work were facilitated 
by the Regional Rdiabilitation Exchange at the Southwest Educational 
Development Laboratory in Texas. Adoption of such model programs is 
being promoted through the Regional R^bilitation Network and the 
Regional Rdiabilitation Exchange — two research diffusion network pro- 
jects 

o The World Rdiabilitation Fund (WRF) sponsored a major conference 
March 20- 21, 1985, on the critical question of developing a national 
policy on attendant care for disabled persons « The keynote address by 
Dr. Gerben DeJong of Tufts-New England Medical Center elaborated on 
his experience and the monograph which resulted from his WRF fellow- 
ship to study Independent Living And Disability Policy in The 
Netherlands . Adolph Ratzka of Sweden presented five criteria for eval- 
uating personal care assistance services and discussion ensued with 
U.S. experts in independent living and the financing of health care 
and service delivery. A publication will result from this conference 
which will be useful in further discussions at conferences on this 
topic. 

o The Region X Diffusion Network Project (Human Interaction Research 
Institute) in co<^ration with the Toyota Motor Company of America 
held a major conference titled, "Parents and Bnnployers Together: 
Transitional Work Opportunities for Disabled Youth". The conference 
brought together enployers in the South Bay Area of Los Angeles and 
r^resentative parents of handicapped children to talk about success- 
ful transition programs. The conference outcome was to make enploy- 
ers more aware of innovative approaches being used in transitional 
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^ograms and to reinforce the iiqportant role of parents in this proc- 
ess. NIHR believes this is a "first" in bringing parents directly in 
touch with aiployers and vice versa. 

Contracts and Conferences 

o A state-of-the-art conference focused on the bicxnedical, edu- 
cational, psychosocial, family and ccninunity living a£^)ects of Down 
Syndrome. Hus conference, one of the first of its kind held by a 
Federal agency, brought together national e^iperts in Down Syndrome to 
discuss the variety of research and service ik^eds that are required 
by this unique population, ^proximately sixty geneticists, pedia- 
tricians, parents, educators, psephologists, nurses, attorneys and 
biochemists attended the three-day conference in Boston. 

o A three-day state-of-the-art conference on the vocational r^bili- 
tation needs of persons with Autism was held in April, 1985. The 
conferees identified barriers to vocational rdiabilitation services 
and eaployment; identified successful programs; identified laws, 
regulations and policies that might affect services; and, identified 
research service and training gaps as well as legislative changes 
that are needed. A trip to a model employment program, "Ccratnunity 
Services for Autistic Adults", in Rockville, Maryland, was included 
in this meeting, ^proximately fifty parents, physicians, vocational 
rdiabilitation personnel, educators, psychologists and other service 
providers attended this conference. 

o A study of exemplary practices in coordinating special education, 
vocational education and vocational rehabilitation led to the publi- 
cation of "Cooperative Programs For Transition From School To Work" 
(U.S. Government Printing Office Publication No. 06500000237-0). The 
rqport has two major sections. Section I is an analysis of program 
elements and contains findings and trends. Section II contains de- 
tailed descriptions of model approaches to coordination. A national 
conference on the study's findings was held in November, 1984. 

Mary E. Switzer Fellowship Program 
Federal Funds - $453,960. 

Ccqpletion of the second year of the NIHR Mary E. Switzer Fellowship Program 
was highlighted by ''A Convocation Of Farewell To 1984 Fellows and Welcone To 
1985 Fellows". This program is designed to build rehabilitation research 
capacity by allowing for individual investigation by highly qualified experts 
on research topics involving programs, methods, procedures and devices used 
in rehabilitation. Of the sixteen fellowships awarded in the 1984 competi- 
tion, eight were at the "Distinguished" level and eight were "Merit". One 
fellow resigned due to illness. The fellows came from all sections of the 
country. The research undertaken covered all areas of the NIHR Law, on such 
topics as: "Impact of International Exchange on Experts, ""Motor Programming 
In Premotor Cortical Lesion", "Microoxiputer Decision Support Systems For 
Services", " The Feasibility of Innovation and Improvement of Bodily-Powered 
l^pper-Limb Prostheses", etc. 
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The 1985 Fellowship conpetition addressed both regular (field-initiated 
tc^ics) fellowships and pre-announoed priority areas. In the regular cate- 
gory, fifty-two applications were received and ei^t were funded. Funding 
was announced for fellowships in the following priority areas: Coonunity 
Mental Retardation Services Policy; Transitional and Supported Boploynient 
Policy; Early Intervention Policy; Medical Research Policy; and Disability 
Statistics. All priority fellowships were at the distinguished level, with a 
stipend of up to $50,000 plus travel expenses. Thirteen applications were 
received and four were funded, one in each priority area. All twelve 1985 
fellowships were funded for a twelve-month period with starting dates ranging 
from July 1, 1985, to S^ember 30, 1985. 

Model Spinal Cord Injury Systems Program 
Federal Funds - $5,000,000. 

As a result of legislative changes in 1984, the administration of the Model 
Spinal Cord Injury Program was transferred from the Rehabilitation Services 
A±ninistu:ation into NIHR. This program provides a research and demonstration 
model of a coooprdiensive service delivery system exclusively for acute spinal 
cord injury. The model system includes all aspects of care from emergency 
medical services, through intensive care, comprehensive rehabilitation man- 
agement, psycho-social and vocational services, and long term comnnunity fol- 
low-up. In the 1985 grant conpetition, 29 applications were received and 13 
were funded. To better meet the emerging scientific needs in the field, 
collaborative clinical research was included by NIHR in the scope of work. 
This research, utilizing a collaborative research centers approach, is focus- 
ing aci the prevention and treatment of secondary medical conplications and 
new methods and techniques of rehabilitation. The approved projects have 
contributed data on more than 10,000 patients, as research subjects, to the 
National SCI Database at the University of Alabama in Birmingham. 

Field Initiated Research 
Federal Funds - $4,935,755. 

The NIHR Field Initiated Research Grants program provides flexibility to the 
NIHR to fund projects of merit which complement its research program, but 
which do not fall within a rigidly defined set of priorities. State and pub- 
lic organizations, institutions of higher education and for-profit organiza- 
tions were eligible to apply in this competition. There were 43 
continuations. NIHR received 238 applications of which 58 were deemed by 
peer review to be of significant merit for funding, 12 were actually funded. 



The twelve projectis actually funded are distributed across the range of pri- 
orities considered important in the NIHR planning process. For example, one 
such project at Columbia University will survey 1,000 worksites to inventory 
practice in providing rehabilitation services to disabled employees. The 
Connecticut Longitudinal Study of Learning Disability (LD) will be conducted 
at Yale University to determine the prevalence and incidence of ID as defined 
by an ability/ achievement discrepancy in children i:qD to grade 3. This pro- 
ject will identify, assess and evaluate those characteristics that distin- 
guish children defined by operational criteria from those who do not meet the 
criteria-desirable course of outcomes of LD primary school children. 
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Innovation Grants 

Federal Funds - $1,277,031. 

This was the first year for an NIHR funding conpetition for innovation 
grants. Just as with the field initiated research program, topics are gener- 
ated by those applying. The grants are for one year and must not exceed 
$50,000. These grants may be used in order to test new concepts and innova- 
tive ideas; to denicmstrate research results of high potential benefits; to 
purchase and evaluate prototype aids and devices; to develop unique rehabili- 
taticxi training curricula and to respond to the direct initiatives of the 
Director of NIHR. In this canpetitiai NIHR received 251 applications of 
nAiidi 104 were deemed by peer review to be of significant merit and 26 were 
funded. 

Some exanples of these grants are: 

o The Science j^lications International Corporation will develop and 
demonstrate a system to provide telecaption programming and video 
text information to deaf-blind and blind persons using multi-^nedia 
out^ts. This project includes hardware design, software development 
and demonstration. 

o The Institute For Rehabilitation and Research will develop a model 
to cover the needs asscsssment, service delivery and research on the 
medical, educational, functional and social services needs of the 
post-polio population. The results of this research will be widely 
disseminated. 

International programs 
Federal Funds - $150, 000^ 



The NIHR international rehabilitation program includes one funded Rehabilita- 
tion Engineering Center in Ljubljana, Yugoslavia, jAiidti has a core area of 
functional electrical stimulation. Other parts of the NIHR program include 
international activity, for example the interchange of experts and informa- 
tion program (under the information utilization program) , close out activities 
of the international research and demonstration projects originally sponsored 
under PL 480 funds, and various funded and non-funded collaborative efforts 
for the provision of training and technical assistance, such as NIHR's con- 
tinued technical assistance to tSie Government of India in establishing a 
national rdiabilitation plan. 



^This figure shows only direct U. S. dollars specifically for 
international programs. Other international activities are included 
under NIHR program units described elsewhere. 
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TITLE XXX SUPPI^EMBNTARY SEBVICES AND FACILITIES 

••oUon 3N(a) 

MubiliUtion Traininq 
ildbcal rundi $22,999,m 

IMw Motion 304 (a) of tho Act, grants and contracts may be made to States 
•JBJpwlio oc non-profit agancies and organizations, including institutions 

oAioation, to pay part of the costs of projects for training, 
tniBMMlllps, and rolatad activities, m FY 1985 $22,000,000 was available 
to fund a total of 329 projects. (See Table 1 for details of funding) All 
rMonl Mac 1985 Rahabilitation Training Program projects included content 
tnit f oand on ikilla daveloiinent directly relevant to the placement of 
MVaraly disablad individuals into suitable eroploiyment. in the long-term 
t^CAinlng fiold of rehabilitation counseling, a Fiscal Year 1985 funding 
Miocity was Mtabliahad to ensure that projects funded ophasized content 
«Olwion fOoiaad on placement services and practicum training experiences 
OMt InccMM atudant expoeure to and knowledge about business and industry. 

GcMita Inoludadi 



- Uang-tom training in rehabilitation medicine; rehabilitation 
oounaolingi prosthetics and orthotics? r^bilitation facility 
•didniatration} vocational evaluation and work adjustment; 
cahablliUtion nursing; rehabilitation administration; reha- 
bilitat ion psychology; physical therapy; occupational therapy; 
■paach language-pathology and audiology; specialized training 
in providing services to blind, deaf, and mentally ill indi- 
viAialk; Job development and job placement; and other fields 
oontritttting to the rehabilitation of severely disabled 
individuals. 

- Continuing education programs to upgrade and maintain the skills of 
rahabilitation personnel eiqployed in both public and private rehabili- 
tation agencies; and 

- Xn-aarvioe training for the development of State vocational rehabili- 
tation unit personnel. 

" Spacial training projects of an experimental and innovative nature 
iih idi are designed to train new t^pes of rehabilitation personnel or 
to dnonstrate innovative training techniques; 

Las of experimental and innovative projects which train rehabili- 
tation personnel are: 

- A project at the University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia to 
train rtfiabilitation engineers; 

- A project with the American Foundation for the Blind in 
NiwYork, N. Y., to train leaders in providing support services to 
■averely disabled blind youth to facilitate their transition from 
sclx)ol to employment; 
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Table 1: FY 1985 Rehabilitation Training Program Expenditures 



LONG TERM TRAINING 





TOTAL 


Rehab Medicine 


2,587,488 


Rehab Counseling 


2,576,663 


Prostetics & Ortho. 


1,200,000 


Rehab Facility Adm 


894,066 


Voc. Eval & Work Adjust. 


1,100,000 


Rehab Nursing 


398,480 


Rehab Administration 


864,911 


Rehab Psychology 


185,000 


Physical Therapy 


526,558 


Occupational Therapy 


363,442 


Independ. Living 


126,080 


Speech Path. & Aud. 


258,337 


Rehab of the Blind 


800,004 


Rehab of the Deaf 


689,999 


Job Placement/Develop. 


520,000 


Rehab of Mentally 111 


500,000 


Undergrad Ed in Rehab 


700,000 


Other Training Fields 


426,321 


Experimental & Innov. 


477,603 


Workshop Personnel 


905,048 



TRAINING FOR EMPLOYED PERSONS 

Rehab Continuing Ed. 2,200,000 

State VR In-service 2,800,000 

INTERPRETER TRAINING 900,000 

TOTALS 22,000,000 
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- A project at the University of Washington, Seattle, Washington to 
train dentists and dental support personnel to provide services to 
severely disabled persons and develop training modules to train such 
personnel; and 

- A project at the Independence Center, St. Louis, Missouri to improve 
and promote the placement of psychiatrically disabled individuals into 
employment through the provision of necessary on-going supportive 
services that will assist such individuals in securing and maintaining 
employment* 

State Vocational Rehabilitation Unit In-Service Training 

Activities supported under the State Vocational Rehabilitation Unit In-Ser- 
vice Training Program focus primarily on program areas relevant to each 
unit's immediate operation, including training to resolve deficiencies iden- 
tified in audits and other reviews of the State program. Eighty in-service 
training projects were funded in FY 1985. Those training projects emphasized 
improved skills in job development and job placement for severely disabled 
under the Randolph-Sheppard Vending Facility Program; training for rehabili- 
tation counselors in the applicability and implications of Section 504 as 
related to job placement; implementation of coordinated activities between 
State vocational rehabilitation units and State educational agencies, includ- 
ing coordinated activities to facilitate transition of youth from school to 
employment; improved management in program planning, monitoring, and evalua- 
tion; and improved use of preliminary and diagnostic information to determine 
eligibility for services and the nature and scope of services to be provided, 
especially for learning disabled and deaf -blind individuals. 

Rehabilitation Continuing Education Programs (RCEPs) 

The Rehabilitation Continuing Education Programs train newly employed person- 
nel in basic knowledge and skills and assist experienced personnel to upgrade 
their skills and master new developments and technological advances in reha- 
bilitation service delivery. The Rehabilitation Continuing Education Pro- 
grams provide training for both rehabilitation agency and facilities staff. 
The training provided under the programs focuses on meeting needs common to 
several States in a common geographic area. Eleven grants were awarded in FY 
1985. Training areas emphasized were: improved job identification, job 
development, and job placement skills in competitive employment for severely 
disabled individuals, including placement of blind and visually impaired 
individuals under the Randolph-Sheppard Vending Facility Program; training 
for rehabilitation counselors in the applicability and implications of Sec- 
tion 504 as related to job placement; coordination of vocational rehabilita- 
tion, special education and vocational education, including coordinative 
services delivery to facilitate the transition of disabled youth from school 
to employment; improved management in the areas of program planning and moni- 
toring, including case reviews and application of standards in program eval- 
uation; rehabilitation of learning disabled individuals; and improved 
utilization of rehabilitation facilities by State vocational rehabilitation 
units. 
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The Department has a contract In progress whichy when completed » will 

help In the collection of data and the allocation of funds to rehabilitation 

personnel* 

Interpreter Training Programs 

Section 304(d) authorizes grants to train a sufficient number of interpreters 
to meet the communication needs of deaf individuals* This program was author- 
ized in 1978 and begun in 1980* Ten newy competitive grants were awarded in 
FY 1985 » totalling $9009 000. The location of these Projects is listed be- 
low* 



1985 Interpreter Training Program Projects 



Merrimack Valley College 
University of New Hampshire 
Manchester t NH 



Waubonsee Community College 
Sugar Cover 9 IL 



Northeastern University 
Boston t MA 



University of Arkansas/Little Rock 
Little Rock» AR 



Gallaudet College 
Washington, D» C. 



Johnson County Community College 
Overland Park KS 



University of Tennessee 
Knoxville, TN 



Front Range Conmninity College 
Westminster 9 CO 



Miami-Dade Community 
College N 
Miami, FL 



University of Arizona 
Tucson, AZ 
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Part B - Special Projects and Sipplanentary services 
Section 311(a) (1) 

Special Projects for Severely Disabled Individuals 
Federal Funds - $9,635,000 

Sectiai 311(a)(1) authorizes grants to danonstrate innovative approaches to 
the rdiabilitation of severely disabled individuals, regardless of their age 
or the severity of their disabilities. During the first 3 years of this 
grant program from FY 1974 through FY 1976, all projects focused on the disa- 
bilities of blindness, deafness, and spinal cord injury. In subsequent 
years, the scope of the program was expanded to include additional categories 
of severely disabled individuals and special priority areas of rehabilitation 
service progranming. The Rehabilitation Amaidments of 1984 transferred au- 
thority for spinal cord injury projects to the National Institute of Handi- 
capped Research. In FY 1985, $9,635,000 was available for special projects 
to severely disabled individuals, excluding spinal cord injury projects. In 
FY 1985, 10 new supported atployment projects and 46 continuation projects 
were funded under the Special Projects program. 

A primary goal of the Special Projects Program is the expansion of enplqy- 
ment (^iportunities for individuals with severe disabilities. This is accom- 
plished through the support of demonstrations of new procedures and/or the 
danonstration of desirable enployment outccwaes. Effective demonstrations 
provide models from which others can learn and which, in time, should lead to 
inproved c^^rtunities for disabled persons. Previous projects have erqpha- 
sized: (a) oaiprehensive services; (b) relevance to the State-Federal reha- 
bilitation program; and (c) innovative a^jproaches or methods. It is 
expected that successful project results will be replicated, in whole or in 
part, to resolve or alleviate rehabilitation problens conmon to several 
states or problems of national significance. 

Continuation projects funded in FY 1985 include: applying hiah technology 
(including conputers and robotics) to the functional or vocational training 
needs of severely handicapped individuals. Tufts New Englanci Medical Center 
in Massachusetts is training 30 individuals with severe physi 3al disa- 
bilities, who lade manual skills throu^ the use of two microconputer based 
robotic work sites for specific work tasks managing raultiagency services to 
facilitate the successful transition from secondary school or institutional 
care to enployment. The Goodwill Industries of America, Bethesda, Md. in co- 
operation with the McDonald Corporation will provide job training and job 
placement for 250 severely disabled high school youth in ten American Coninu- 
nities; providing a single case roanaganent system to inprove the coordination 
of existing conminity services needed by severely handicapped individuals. 
Also funded were projects which are unique, e.g., they focus on a single dis- 
ability grocp or mode of rehabilitation service delivery. 

Of the $4,360,000 available for new projects under this program in FY 1985, 
$500,000 was earmarked by the Congress for support of the Special Oli^ipics. 
The remaining available new funds were used to suM>ort ten supported enploy- 
ment projects. Through a cooperative interagency agreement, the Office of 
Developmental Programs, in the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
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also provided support for these projects. The supported enplqyment initiative 
was inpleinented in FY 1985 in order to increase conpetitive etployment c^por- 
tunities for severely handicapped individuals who are gCTerally ineligible 
for traditional vocational rehabilitation services because of the severity of 
their disabilities. Supported enplpyment is wage-generating work made possi- 
ble ty cxi-going publicly financed services. Svqpported enployment is an al- 
ternative to programs that do not give handicapped persons the c^jportunity to 
earn wages. The purpose of these new 5 year projects is to assist states to 
develop supported enployment options for severely disabled perscms. Special 
Project funds may be used to support program developnnent, including start-up 
costs for new or existing comnnunity organizations and otplcyers; staff train- 
ing; program evaluation; and program reorganization to convert existing pro- 
grams to programs that offer supported etqployment services. 

Section 312 

Handicapped Migratory Agricultural 
and Seasonal Fanmorkers 
Federal Funds $950,000 

This discretionary grant program provides vocational rehabilitation services 
for handicapped migratory agricultural and seasonal farmworkers. Project ac- 
tivities are coordinated with other Fec'eral resources including those admini- 
stered by the Department of Labor, Public Health Service, and certain other 
prograns of the Department of Education. State vocational rehabilitation 
agencies conduct these projects. Eleven projects, seven continuation and 
four new, were awarded in FY 1985. It is estimated that 3,000 handicapped 
migrapt workers and seasonal farmworkers were served under these FY 
1985 projects* 

Program Goals include both the acquisition of new work skills which might 
qualify a b-u*^ '^ r>ned migrant worker to obtain enployment in other areas and 
leave the lUx grant ^u/eam, jnd the provision of services necessary to assist 
the handicapped client in continuing as a migratory or seasonal farmworker. 
Handicapped migran workers v*x) would not otherwise be served are reached, 
educated, crounsell^^, and rehabilitated with culturally relevant bilingual, 
services that assist them in being enployed as migrant workers. These serv- 
ices also help the migrant workers to leave the migrant stream for other 
relevant eirployraBnt , 

Section 316 

Special Re ^t^ ^-cion .Program 
Federal Funos $2,100,000 

Section 316 authorizes special projects to initiate recreation service prog- 
rams for handicapped individuals. Thirty (30) one year projects were fnnd^i 
in FY 1985 for the total amount of $2, 100,00ft. Special recreation programs 
provide handicapped individuals with recreation activities to aid in their 
ability and socialization. Activities that are authorized may include, but 
are not limited to, canping, sports, music, dancing, handicrafts and home- 
making. These programs serve approximately 16r000 handicapped individuals 
yearly. 



National Handicapped Sports and Recreation has a nationwide organization and 
^nsors fitness workshops for handicapped individuals to increase their mo- 
bility and socialization. They also train instructors. The CWHOG Project in 
Pocatello, Idaho provides wilderness and fitness ei^riences for handicapped 
individuals in an outdoor setting: rafting and canping are two of the activi- 
ties included in this program. This increased mc*ility and socialization pro- 
motes tiie rehabilitation of handicapped individuals. 
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TITLE IV - THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HANDICAPPED 



The National Council on the Handicapped is an independent Federal agency 
cnoposed of 15 laasters appointed hy the President and confirmed by the Sen- 
ate. Established under the Rehabilitation Act of 1978, as amended, the Coun- 
cil is diarged with reviewing all laws, programs and policies of the Federal 
Government affecting disabled individuals. The Council is mandated to com- 
plete a majo r stu dy on initiatives and disincentives to establishment of 
integrated, connunity-based services due by February, 1986.* The Council is 
further charged with establishing overall policy for the National Institute 
of Handicapped Research (NIHR)and making such reconinendations as it deems 
necessary to the President, the Congress, the Conmissioner of the Rehabilita- 
tion Services Administration (RSA), the Director of the National Institute of 
Handicapped Research (NIHR) and other Federal Departments and agencies as may 
be appropriate. Also within the Council's responsibilities are approval of 
evaluation standards for Independent Living and Projects with Industry Pro- 
grams. These standards have been approved by the Council. 

Responsibilities of the Nationa l Council on the Handicapped un der the Reha- 
bilitation Act Amendments of 1984 (PL 98-221) 

The Amendments transformed the National Council from an advisory body within 
the Department of Education to an independent Federal agency advising the 
President and Congress on policy issues which concern handicapped persons. 
The Council explores the major national issues of concern to handicapped 
persons and provides advice and reconmendations to the Congress, the Presi- 
dent, the Conmissioner of RSA, the Assistant Secretary of OSERS and the Di- 
rector of NIHR. 

Statutorily required duties of the Council are to: 

1) ^tablish policies for, and review the operation of, NIHR (Section 
401(a)(1)); 

2) continually review and evaluate all policies, programs and activities 
concerning handicapped persons which are conducted or assisted by 
Federal funds (such as the Education of the Handicapped Act, the 

the Developmental Disabilities Act) and 
assess the effectiveness of the policies, programs, and activities 
(Section 401 (a) (4) ) ; 

3) reconmend ways to inprove research concerning handicapped individuals 
and the administration of services to handicapped individuals and to 
disseminate findings of research and make recoitmendations for facili- 
tating the implementation of programs based on findings (Section 

401 (a) (5) ) ; 

4) submit an Annual report on March 31 to the Congress and the President 
(Section 401 (a) (6) ) ; 



• - This report is now available from NCH. 
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*5) provide advicer reccwniendations and additional information Con- 
gress (Section 401(a)(7)); 

*6) review all statutes pertaining to Federal progranB which assist han- 
dicapped persons (Section 401(b) (1)) ; 

*7) nake a list of Federal programs indicating the nunber of handicapped 
persons assisted by sudi programs and the cost of those programs 
(Section 401(b)(2)); 

*8) assess the extent to which such programs provide incentives or dis- 
incOTtives to the establishment of ccnnunity-based services, promote 
full integration of handicapped persons and contribute to the inde- 
pendence and dignity of such individuals (Section 401(b)(3)); 

*9) reconroend to the President and Congress legislative proposals for 
increasing incentives and eliminating disincentives in Federal pro- 
grans based on the assessment above (Section 401(b)(4)); 

*10) approve standards developed by RSA for Projects with Industry, 

(within 90 days after receiving them) by a majority vote at a regu- 
larly sdieduled meeting (standards must be published by Fdsruary 1, 
1985) (Section 621(d)(4)); and 

*11) approve standards developed by RSA for Caiters for Independent Living 
(within 90 days after receiving them) by a majority vote at a regu- 
larly scheduled meeting (standards must be published by February 1, 
1985) (Section 711 (e) (4) ) . 



* - New duties for the Council nandated in the 1984 Amendments 
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TITLE V MISCELEAN; .^^ 



Section 501 

Bntplpyment of Handicapped Individuals 

The Equal Biplqyroent Opportunity Conmission (EEOC) has responsibility for 
enforcing nondiscrimination arx3 affinnative action provisions of law and 
regulations concerning Federal eraplpyroent of handicapped individuals. 

Section 501 requires all departments, agencies, and instrumentalities of the 
executive branch to prepare and implannent affirmative action programs for 
hiring, placement, and advancement of handicapped individuals; establishes 
the Interagency Coraaiittee Handicapped Baployees (laiE); and requires an 
annual report to Congress. The following information :'.s a brief synopsis of 
EBOC's catplete, detailed FY 1984 annual report to Congress. THIS REPRESENTS 
THE LATEST AVAILABLE INPORMATIOJ IN THIS AREA. EBCC's report includes ex- 
tensive analysis of work force data and personnel actions of Federal agencies 
and presents detailed data in charts and tables. 

The functions of the Handicapped Individuals Program Division, Public Sector 
Programs, of EEOC inclixSe providing instructions to agencies for preparing 
their affirmative action program plans and reports; evaluating agencies' 
plans and reports; providing technical assistance to ag«icies; and conducting 
onsite reviews of agency programs. 

During FY 1984, a number of projects were completed to assist the EEOC units 
responsibility to inplement section 501 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 
as amended. 

o On October 4, 1983, EEO-^lanagement Directive-711A was issued to Fed- 
eral agencies, extending the effect of EBO-MD-711 which contains 
instructions on title reporting requiranents for annual affirmative 
action program plan updates and acconplishroent r^rts for hiring, 
placement, and advancement of handicapped individuals. 

o 127 onsite reviews were conducted of agency field installations' 

affirmative action programs for hiring, placement, and advancement of 
handicapped individuals. 

o By Executive Order 12450 signed by President Reagan on December 9, 
1983, the Secretary of Health and Human Services was designated a 
member of the Interagency Conmittee on Handicapped Employees. The 
ICHE Executive Secretariat coordinated this effort. 

o The 21st meeting of the Interagency Caramittee on Handicapped Bnn- 
ployees (ICHE) was held in October 1983. A report on criteria for 
evaluation of agency plans and reports was adopted by the Committee. 

o The ICHE recomnnended that the legislative and judicial branches of 
government be requested to take st&ps to provide equal opportunity in 
employment for handicapped individuals. This recorannendation was 
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inplemented by the ICHE Executive Secretariat. 



o For the third consecutive year EBOC co-sponsored a synposium at 

Gallaudet College on "Perspectives on Enploynent of Handicapped In- 
dividuals. " 

FY 1985 Affirmative Action Program Plans 

In FY 1985, 95 out of 101 affirmative action program plan updates and FY 1984 
accatplishment reports on hiring, placement, and advancement of handicapped 
individuals were received and reviewed with evaluation letters transmitted to 
agencies. Plans and reports were not received from the following agencies: 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service, National Capital Planning Coninis- 
f^T 1?!!^^"^ the Arts, National Mediation Board, Occupational 
Safety and Health Review Commission, and Office of the Federal Inspector of 
the Alaska Natural Gas Transportation System. 

Analysis of FY 1984 Accomplishment Reports 

During the period October 1, 1983 through September 30, 1984, the acconplish- 
ments of 79 agencies were satisfactory, and the acconplishments of 15 aqen- 
cies were unsatisfactory. One agency had inconplete data. 

Corijined work force data from these 95 agencies are presented below. 



TOTAL 

DATE WORK FORCE 


HANDICAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS 


PERCENT 


PERSONS 
WITH 
TARGETED 
DISABILITIES 


PERCENT 


9/30/83 2,770,343 
9/30/84 2,832,357 


142,473 
153,282 


5.14 
5.41 


24,646 
27,646 


0.89 
0.95 


AXESSIONS FROM 
10/83 to 9/84 






7,846 


1.77 


LOSSES FROM 
10/83 to 9/84 






7,278 


1.73 



ShL w fofl'^^i'^^Tf®" percent, in the total Federal work force 
during FY 1984. The total nuirber of handicapped individuals (that is, the 
coirtoined total for persons with targeted disabilities and persons with other 
handicaps) increased during the reporting period by 7.6 percent while the 
number of enployees with targeted disabilities increased by 10.0 percent 
Representation of individuals with targeted disabilities increased from 0.89% 

, 3h . . °^ accession of individuals with targeted disabilities 

was 1.77% during FY 1984, while the rate of losses was 1.73%. There has been 
^.trr.^^^"^ increase in the accession rate of persons with targeted disa- 
bilities since the end of fiscal year 1982. 

Y^f^^^ slight decrease in percent representation of handicapped individuals 
(all handicapping condition on SF 256 from the end of fiscal year 1981 to the 
end of fiscal year 1982), there has been a steady increase in the last two 
fiscal years. 
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The percent representation of persons with targeted disabilities has been 
increasing since 1981, when EBX began collecting these data. During this 
four-year period, ther.e has been a 19 percent increase in the percent repre- 
sentation of persons with specified severe disabilities. 

Section 502 

TVrchitectural and Tran^ortation Barriers Conpliance Board 
I ederal Funds $1,900,000 

jivj Board was established under Section 502 of the 1973 Rehabilitation Act 
(Public Law 93-112) to insure conpliance with accessibility standards issued 
under the 1968 Act by the four federal standard-setting agaicies. (These 
include the General Services Administration, the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, the U. S. Postal Service, and the Department of Defense). 
The 1978 ama:idments (Public Law 95-602) authorized the Board to establish 
roinimctm guidelines and reguir^tents for standards issued under the 1968 Act, 
to develop standards and provide technical assistance to any public or pri- 
vate entity affected by regulations issued under Title V of the R^iabilita- 
tion Act and to carry out other activities to eliminate architectural, 
transportation, comnnuni cation and attitudinal barriers. 

The Board published its Minimum Guidelines and Requirennents for Accessible 
Design (MGRAD) on August 4, 1982. The Uniform Federal Accessibility Stan- 
dards (UFAS) , based on MSRAD, were published by the four standard-setting 
agencies on August 7, 1984. The UFAS presents uniform standards for the 
design, con. ^ruction, and alteration of buildings so that E^ysically handi- 
capped people will have ready access to and use of th^i in accordance with 
the Architectural Barriers Act. 

Conpliance and Enforcement 

Since 1981, the Board has attained voluntary corrective action in 100 percent 
of the cases where it had jurisdiction and a violation was found. Every case 
was settled voluntarily by the agencies or federal recipients, thereby avoid- 
ing costly and time-consuming administrative litigation. 

In many cases, the agencies took corrective action before the Board deter- 
mined whether it had jurisdiction and/or whether there was a violation. The 
Board is beginning to compile statistics concerning the jurisdictional status 
of cases in which corrective action is achieved. Corrective action cases 
will be divided into three categories: (1) those in which jurisdiction is 
clear and a violation has been found; (2) those in which jurisdiction is 
unclear; and (3) those in which the Boerd has no jurisdiction, but agencies 
nevertheless correct the problem. This information will be included in next 
year's annual report. 

The Board closed 195 coii{>laints during FY 1985, 129 for lack of jurisdiction 
(i.ee, the Architectural Barriers Act did not cover the facility in ques- 
tion), 5 for no violation and 61 for volun*cai.y corrective action. This 
brings to 425 the total number of coirplaints where corrective action has been 
achieved since the Board be^an keeping statistics in 1977. 
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During FY 1985 the Board received 249 conplaints, a 6.5 percent increase over 
the number received during FY 1984.- This brings to 1,427 the number of com- 
plaints the Board has processed since 1977. Of these, 1,151 have been closed 
and 28 are awaiting settlanent of judicial litigation concerning coverage of 
leased buildings. The other 248 are being investigated: 



Cooplaints Received (1977-1985) 


No. 


% 


Complaints closed 


1,151 


81 


Still open 


248 


17 


Hold (priding litigation 


28 


_2 


Total Conplaints 


1,427 


100 



Of the 1,151 closed cx^itplaints, corrective action was tak&i in 425 cases or 
37 percent. Of the remaining closed cases, 672 (58 percent) were closed for 
lack of jurisdiction (usually the absence of Federal funds covered by the 
Architectural Barriers Act or lack of design, construction or alteration 
after 1968) and 54 (5 percent) for no violation: 



Ccraplaints Closed (1977-1985) 


No. 


% 


Corrective Acticm 


425 


37 


No Jurisdiction 


672 


58 


No violation 


54 


_5 


Total Conplaints Closed 


1,151 


100 



The FY 1985 cOTplaints carte from individuals and organizations in 42 States, 
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. They included 
a wide range of accessibility problems such as inaccessible entrances, lack 
of ramps, curb cuts, elevators, signage, and parking for handicapped persons. 

Technical Assistance 

During FY 1985 the Board worked towards strengthening its capability to han- 
dle increased numbers of request for technical assistance, preparing the 
Uniform Federal Accessibility Standards for publication and distribution, and 
focusing on specific projects to provide greater access to the federal gov- 
ernment by deaf and hearing-iii{>aired persons. 

Research Projects 

In July 1985, The Board created a position of Director of R^earch to focus 
on completing reserved sections of the minimum guidelines and tequirements 
and to develop a variety of materials to provide technical assistance to 
federal agencies and others. Prior to July 1985, research projects were 
directed by the Office of Technical Services. The Board is engaged in a 
variety of projects to increase accessibility in the areas of air and surface 
transportation, recreation, hand anthropometrics, and comnnunicationsi. Spe- 
cifically, the projects include: 
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AlatiM DocvTOntation. This FY 1985 project, to be completed in FY 
1986, will ''♦^curoent and evaluate existing alarm systems and emergency proce- 
duKM >UMd in alar ting and evacuating handicapped persons. 

Dafctable Tactile Surface Treatments. This FY 1985 project examined 
■urfaoe treatnents intended to protect and assist blind and low-vision per- 
sona by alerting them to hazards and by providing directional and locational 
•Mis^anoe. 

Signage. This FY 1985 project produced a report vrtiich addressed vis- 
ual and tactile signage for a number of Minimum Guidelines and Requiranents 
for Accessible Design a:3RAD) sections, including parking and passenger load- 
ing sonss, elevator emergency cosraunications, toi.let and bathing facilities, 
and pMic telephones. 

Bnvircnmental information systems. This project scheduled for com- 
pletion in FY 1986, will help the Board to determine technical requiranents 
for auditory and visual information systems, including public address warn- 
ing, and other information systems. The project will be directed towards 
conpleting several sections of the Minimum Guidelines and Requirements. The 
results will also help verify findings of the signage report conpleted in FY 
1985* 

Section 503 

Biployment of Handicapped Individuals Under Federal Contracts 

The Act requires that any contract in excess of $2,500 entered into by any 
Federal department or agency for the procurement of supplies and services or 
for the use of real or personal property (including construction) for the 
United states government shall contain a provision requiring affirmative 
action by the contractor to employ and advance in enployment qualified handi- 
capped individuals. 

Since the early 1960 's. Government contractors have been required to take 
affirmative action with respect to minorities. In 1968, contractors were 
required to do the same for women. Affirmative action requiranents for the 
handicapped were established under the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Executive 
Order 11758, issued January 15, 1974, delegated responsibility to the Secre- 
tary of Labor for inpleroentation of Section 503 of the Act. This was subse- 
quently redelegated to the Director of the Office of Federal Contract 
Conplianoe Programs (OFOCP) . 

Equal enployment opportunity and affirmative action requirements for contract 
ccnplianoe cover all aspects of enployment, including recruitment, hiring, 
training, pay, seniority, promotion, and fringe benefits. 

Conplaints of Discrimination 

Individuals who are protected by the contract compliance programs may file 
conplaints if they believe th^ have been discriminated against by Etederal 
contractors or subcontractors. Conplaints may also be filed by organizations 
or other individuals on b^lf of the person or persons affected. A contrac- 
tor's failure to make reasonable accommodation to the disability of a quali- 
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fied handicapped employee, unless justified by business necessity, may be th 
basis for administrative sanctions and the possible loss of Federal con- 
tracts. 

The following is a preliminary sumnnary of OECCP'S activities under Section 
503 of the Act during FY 1984 (These are the latest available) : 

1. Compliance Reviews 5,204 
(Combined BO 11246, Sections 503/2012) 

2. 503 Ccxnplaint Investigation 721 

3. Total 503 Complaint/Case Inventory at end of 

FY 1983 556 

4 Workers in facilities reviewed 3.0 million 

5. 503 Individuals receiving cash benefits 194 

6. 503 Cash Benefits Agreements $2,230,250 

(includes Back Pay of $1,177,586) 

7. 503 Financial Benefits Agreement $ 250,252 

QPOCP Equal ppportunily Specialists monitor contractors' catpliance with 
Section 503 as part of the regular conpliance review process. When a cc3Kpli 
ance review identifies problems v^iidi cannot be easily resolved, OFOCP at- 
tenpts ho conciliate with the ettployer. Successful conciliation allows the 
contractor to continue doing^ Government business and the enployees are guar- 
anteed protection of their rights. Whai conciliation efforts fail, OFOCP 
initiates the administrative enforcement process. Federal rules and regula- 
tions set forth administrative procedures to be followed when enforcement 
actions are necessary. 

Goals and Objectives for Fiscal Year 1986 (These are the latest available) 

In addition to continuing a strong enforcennent program OFOCP objectives for 
FY 1986 include: 

1. Revise and u^ate the regulations and procedures governing 
Section 503 compliance to enhance their effectiveness. 

2. Focus on program results using coinputerized management tools. 

3. Develop programs with both the public and private sectors that 
focus on recruitment, training and outreach. 

4. Increase enqphasis on liaison groups representing both contractors 
and special interest groups. 

5. Provide advanced training for Equal Opportunity Specialists in 
gathering evidence necessary to support discriminatory chc ges and 
in assessing positive good faith efforts. 
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Section 504 

Nondiscrimination in Federally Assisted and 
Federally Conducted Programs and Activities 

The Civil Rights Division (CRD) in the Department of Justice is responsible 
for coordinating the implementation and enforcement by executive agencies of 
a variety of civil rights statues, including section 504 of the Pehabilita- 
tioo Act of 1973, as amended. Executive Order No, 12250 charges the Attorney 
General with this responsibility, which has been delegated to the Assistant 
Attorney General for Civil Rights. As detailed below, section 504 coordina- 
tion activities during FY 1985 were directed primarily toward the development 
and review of agencies' regulations to implement section 504 in their feder- 
ally conducted programs. In addition to the responsibilities ioposed under 
the executive order, the CRD participates in litigation to enforce section 
504, and this activity is highlighted below. 

During FY 1985 the major CRD efforts to ensure consistent and effective im- 
plementation of section 504 were focused on assisting agencies that are 
subject to the executive order to develop regulations extending section 504 
coverage to their federally conducted programs and activities. Coordination 
work in FY 1985 concentrated on the review of executive agencies' regu- 
lations, vAiich were based on a protot^ regulation provided by the CRD as^ 
which were in various stages of development, as described below, and the 
provision of advice and assistance to the agencies in tailoring the prototype 
regulation to address the individual programs conducted by each agency* 

The prototype served as a model for the final section 504 regulations for the 
D^rtroent of Justice and the Federal Election Ccoinission, ^ich were pub- 
lished during FY 1984, and for the Federal Reserve System and the Selective 
Service System, which were published during FY 1985, 

During FY 1985 the agencies that published proposed section 504 federally 
conducted regulations included: the Department of Conroerce, the Architectural 
'-^nd Transportation Barriers Compliance Board, the Federal Deposit Insurance 

>rporation, the Enviroiroental Protection Agaicy, the D^rtinent of Labor, 
V a Federal Trade Commission, the Federal Coraraunications Commission and the 
Department of Interior. Thus, these agencies are moving toward the develop- 
ment of a final regulation, as are the 41 agencies that published proposed 
rules during FY 1984. 

Section 507 

Interagency Coordinating Council 

The Interagency Coordinating Council was established by the 1978 amendments 
to the Rdiabilitation Act to coordinate and facilitate the effective Federal 
iirplementation of Title V of that Act. Seven Federal agencies with major 
enforcement or coordination functions with regard to these provisions are 
represented on the Council. These agencies are: the Departments of Justice, 
Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education, The Architectural and Trans- 
por-tation Barriers Cotpliance Board, and the Equal Employment Qppportunity 
Commission. The Council is chaired by the Assistant Attorney General for 
Civil Rights. 
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The Council has drafted its own Annual Report, %«hich is to be subodtted to 
Congress and the President and whidi details its activities for 1985. The 
following is a suninary of highlights related to Council activities in FY 
1985. 

The DQ>artiQent of Justice is developing a prototype amendment to include a 
cross-reference to the Uniform Federal Accessibility Standards in ageiq^ 
regulations inplementing Section 504 in federally assisted programs. During 
1985 meniber agencies of the Council provided coracoents on this amendment, tiie 
purpose of vAiich xb to promote consistency in standards for the design, con- 
struction and alteration o': buildings. 

In May 1984, the Council endorsed a recomnendation tiiat a ceiling exenption 
be granted for Federal agencies to hire readers for blind eqployees, inter- 
preters for deaf enployees, and other assistants for handicapped eqployees. 
The Office of Management and Budget indicated that it would sympathetically 
review agencies' requests for ceiling relief on a case-by-case basis. In 1985 
the Office of Personnel Management prq;>ared a bulletin for inclusion in the 
Federal Personnel Manual to inform all Federal agencies of this action. 
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TITLE VI EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR HANDICAPPED INDIVIDUALS 



Section 621 

Projects with Industry 
Federal Funds $14,400,000 

Projects With Industry (PWI) is authorized under Section 621 of the Rdiabili- 
tation Act of 1973, as amended. 

PWI is a taajor private business iiiiciative involving corporations, labor 
organizations, trade associations, i>undations and voluntary agencies which 
operate through a partnership with v / rdwbilitation coracnunity to create as 
well as expand job opportunities for h ndicapped pect>le in the conpetitive 
labor market. As part of this program, training is provided for jobs in 
realistic work settings, generally withir^ cc-iTHnercial or industrial establish- 
ments, coupled with supportive services tc efa-ance pre- and post-enployment 
success of handicapped people in the marketplr :.^^. 

Each project is req^i^i a to have an advisory cicr/ci) which provides the 
mechanism for private sec-tor participation in policymahing. This affords 
business and industry t^e opportunity to prcvide inpat to the design and 
character of training pj:'^^aiiJS. Training iis, gecared to existing job openings. 

In FY 1985 approximately . disabled individuals,, mostly severely disa- 
bled persons, will receive :^srvices. Approximately 12,100 of them will be 
placed in jobs in the coippetitive labor market at salaries comparable to 
those paid non-handic^ped eirployees. In FY 1985, 98 continuation projects 
were funded and as a result of the 1984 Arosndments to the Act guaranteed 
funding through FY 1986. These projects have established working relation- 
ships with over 3,500 businesses, corporations, unions, associations, and 
other entities for the placement of disabled individuals. 

The qualilg^ of jobs obtained is generally of a high level ranging frcMti serv- 
ice type positions to those that are highly technical and/or managerial. 
Exaitples of successful projects are as follows: 1) IBM and Control Data are 
training severely disabled people for jobs in data processing and cottputer 
technology; 2) Arkansas Enterprises for the Blind is training the visually 
impaired in jobs associated with conputers as well 3S such diversified jobs 
as small engine repair and various occupations in "-Jcie ccxnmunications areas; 
3) The Electronics Industry Foundation is arranging for placatient of handi- 
capp^^d individuals in the electronics ..-jdustry; 4) The Human Resources Insti- 
tute jf AFL/CIO is training handicapped pec^>le for jobs in union-related 
£:ii:ms; and, 5) the National Re. ::aurant Association prepares handica£¥)ed 
people for all types of jobs in the food industry throughout the nation. 

During FY 1985 the Rehabilitation Services Administration, through a contract 
with Berkeley Planning Associates, developed a set of PWI program standards. 
These standards have been reviewed and approved by botI.« he NCH and the De- 
partment of Education. These standards v?ill be lised in the national evalua- 
tion of the program. This evaluation will net only evaluate the program frcxn 
the national level but also afford a look at individual pr »jects. The final 
rqport is due to Congress by Fd3ruary 1, 3986. 
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Title VII - CXMPREHENSIVE SERS^CBS FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING 



Part A — Ccnoprebensive Services 
Federal Funds $5,000,000 

The Ccnprehensive Services for Ind^ndoit Living program under Title VII, 
Part A, of the Rehabilitation Act authorizes grants to assist State voca- 
tional rdiabilitation agencies in providing ccqpr^ensive services for inde- 
pendent living to those individuals i*jose disabilities are so severe that 
they do not presently have the potential for enploynient but may benefit from 
vocational rehabilitation services which will enable them to live and func- 
ticwi indq)endently or who require independent living services, if appropri- 
ate, to assist than in maintaining appropriate employment. 

The independent living rehabilitation services program, a formula grant pro- 
gram, requires a State plan for services over a three-year period. A 10% 
State matching share is required. This State plan is based jjpon the statu- 
tory requirements of Title VII, Part A of the Rehabilitation Act and iirple- 
menting regulations and is the State's commitment and presentation of its 
goals and plans for independent living services. The State plan is approved 
by the Rdiabilitation Services Administration and serves as the basis upon 
vdiich RSA monitors and evaluates State agency performance. Bie plan assists 
the States in developing and carrying out a corapr^nsive Statewide service 
delivery system. 

Part A of Title VII was funded for the first time in the Fiscal Year 1985. 
Five million dollars was appropriated to help States develop independent 
living rehabilitation programs. Federal and State funds are used to cover 
the costs of providing independent living services which may include: coun- 
seling; housing; job placement; physical and mental restoration; attendant 
care; transportation; interpreter services for the deaf; reader services; 
recreational services; services to family members (when such services will 
contribute substantially to the adjustment of the handicapped individual) ; 
vocational and other training; referral; telecoratnunications, sensory, and 
other aids and devices; services for children of pre-school age; and appro- 
priate preventive services to decrease the needs of individuals assisted 
under the program for similar services in the future* 



TITLE VII - COMPREHENSIVE SERVICES FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING 

PART B 



Centers for independent Living 
F^eral Funds $22,000,000 



Section 711 

Discretionary project grants are awarded under this authority to State 
rehabilitation agencies to establish and operate Centers for Independent 
Living. However, if a State rehabilitation agency does not apply within the 
first six months of each fiscal year, applications can be accepted from local 
public agencies and private nonprofit organizations in that State. The 
average Center grant is about $200,000. Projects were initially approved for 
up to 36 months. 

Centers for Independent Living provide a combination of services that allow 
severely disabled persons to live more ind^)endently in the family and 
comiunity, or vAien appropriate, to secure and maintain ^plpyment, with the 
maximun degree of self-direction. All Centers are urged to provide counsel- 
ing and advocacy services. In addition, other services most frequently 
provided include: housing and transportation assistance; peer counseling; 
referrals for personal care attendant services; independent living skills 
training; leisure time activities; and information and referral. 

The mi^jority of Centers are not residential facilities or traditional reha- 
bilitation facilities. Center staff are housed in office-type space where 
they meet either individually or with groups of severely disabled persons. 
The Centers provide a focus through vAiich a combination of services are 
provided either directly or in cooperation with other comnnunity agencies. 
These cooperative arrangements with other local agencies, which have been a 
dominant feature of the Centers program, have prioritized use of existing 
resources. An important feature of the Centers program is the statutory 
requirement that handicapped individuals have substantial involvement in 
Center policy direction and management, and that handicaE^>ed individuals be 
entployed by each Center. Each Center position is considered a potential 
training situation so that no role is seen as an impossible one for a 
severely handicapped person to fill. Most Centers are managed by consumer- 
based nonprofit organizations. It is estimated that over 40 percent of 
Center employees have disabilities. A goal of this program is that Centers 
serve a broad range of disability groups. Several Centers, however, do have a 
special focus in providing services to persons disabled by blindness, 
deafness, or mental retardation. 

The 1984 Amendments to the Act required that all grantees funded in fiscal 
years 1981 and 1982 continue to be funded through September 30, 1986. 
Accordingly, in fiscal year 1985, approximately $20.1 million was awarded to 
86 previously approved grantees which sponsor, either directly or by con- 
tract, 160 Center programs. Centers assisted in whole or in part under this 
authority are located in all States, the District of Columbia^ American 
Samoa, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. It is estimated that these 
Centers assist over 20,000 severely disabled persons annually. 
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Additional funds appropriated for FY 1985 were used to sufqport an e3q>ansion 
of the Centers program. New applications were invited from existing Title 
VII, Part B funded and other Independent Living C«iters. The two announced 
priorities under this ccMnpetition were to (a) expand services to additional 
groups of disabled persons^ and (b) provide transitional services for 
disabled persons leaving school or institution to prepare them for community 
living. A total of 109 eligible applications were received and reviewed in 
August. Aj^roxiraately .9 millio n was awarded to 20 projects under priority 
one and 19 projects under priority two. All new projects were approved for 
12 months. This was tl:e first ccxtpetition for new projects under this 
program since fiscal year 1987 

The 1984 Amendments to the Act also require that standards for the evaluation 
of Center programs be developed and that an evaluation of the Centers program 
be conducted. The standards, develqped under a RSA evaluation contract were 
used to evaluate the program. The evaluation findings were reported to the 
Congress in February 1986. 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 



1* Caseload Statuses ; There are 16 status classifications in the 

rehabilitation caseload system coded in even numbers from 00 to 32 
(code 04 is excluded) which signify progress and decision points in 
the vocational rehabilitation (VR) process. Form RSA-113 (Quarterly 
Cumulative Caseload Report) captures information on 14 of these statuses 
(02 to 30) which are defined below: U 

a. Status 02 - Applicant ; As soon as an individual signs a document 
requesting vocational rehabilitation (VR) services, he or she is 
placed into Status 02 and is designated as an applicant. While in 
Status 02, sufficient information is developed to make a 
determination of eligibility (Status 10) or ineligibility (Status 08) 
for VR services, or a decision is made to place the Individual in 
extended evaluation (Status 06) prior to making this determination. 

b. Status 06 - Extended evaluation ; An applicant is placed into this 
status when a counselor has c(*rtified him or her for extended 
evaluation allowing certain services to be provided to help in 
determining rehabilitation potential. Individuals placed into this 
status may be moved to either Status 10 (accepted for VR) or Status 
08 (not accepted for VR) at any time within the ISnnonth period 
allowed to complete the eligibility determination. 

c. Status 08 - Closed from applicant or extended evaluation statuses : 
This status is used to identify all persons not accepted for VR 
services, whether closed from applicant status (02) or extended 
evaluation (06). 

d. Active caseload statuses ; An individual who has been certified as 
meeting the basic eligibility requirements is accepted for VR, 
designated as an active case and placed into Status 10. the active 
statuses are; 

Status 10 - Individualized Written Rehabilitation Program (IWRP) 
development ; While in this status, the case study and diagnosis are 
completed to provide a basis for the formulation of the IWRF. The 
individual remains in this status until the rehabilitation program 
is written and approved. 

Status 12 - Individualized Written Rehabilitation Program (lURP) 
completed ; After the IWRP has been written and approved, the client 
is placed into Status 12 until services have been actually initiated. 



y The other two statuses are 00 (Referral) on which inf or:^tatlon Is not 
collected because it is limited and unevenly applied by State agencies and 32 
(post-employment servicer) for which data are obtained on another reporting 
document. 
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Status 14 - Counseling and guidance only ; This status is used for 
those individuals having an approved program which outlines 
counseling, guidance and placement as the only services required to 
prepare the client for employment* 

Status 16 - Physical or mental restoration : Clients receiving any 
physical or mental restoration services (e.g. surgery, psychiatric 
treatment or being fitted with an artificial appliance) are placed 
into this status until services are completed or terminated. 

Status 18 - Training : This status is used to identify persons who 
are actually receiving academic, business, vocational or personal and 
vocational adjustment training from any source. 

Status 20 - Ready for employment : A case Is placed into this status 
when the client has completed preparation for employment and is ready 
to accept a job but has not yet been placed, or has been placed into, 
but has not yet begun, employment. 

Status 22 - In employment : When an individual has been prepared for, 
been placed in, and begun employment, his or her case is placed into 
Status 22. The client must be observed in this status for a minimum 
of 60 days before the case can be closed rehabilitated (Status 26). 

Status 24 - Service interrupted : A case is placed in this status if 
services are interrupted while the client is in Status 14, 16, 18, 20 
or 22. 

Active caseload closure statuses : A client remains in the active 
caseload until completion of the IWRP or case termination. Closures 
from the active caseload are classified in one of the following three 
categories: 

Status 26 - Rehabilitated : Active cases closed rehabilitated must as 
a minimum (1) have been declared eligible for services, (2) have 
received appropriate diagnostic and related services, (3) have had a 
program for VR services formulated, (4) have completed the program, 
(5) have been provided counseling, and (6) have been determined to be 
suitably employed for a minimum of 60 days. 

Status 28 - Closed other reasons after B7RP initiated : Cases closed 
into nhis category from Statuses 14 through 24 must have met criteria 
(1), ^.2) and (3) above, and at least one of the services provided for 
by the IWRP must have been initiated, but, for some reason, one or 
more of criteria (4), (5) and (6) above were not met. 

Status 30 - Closed other reasons before IWRP initiated : Closures 
from the active caseload placed into Status 30 are those cases which, 
although accepted for VR services, did not progress to the point 
that rehabilitation services vere actually initiated under a 
rehabilitation plan (closures from Statuses 10 and 12.), 



95 



2. Active caseload : The number of cases In the active statuses (10 to 30). 

3. Active cases served : The total number of active cases available during 
the period — the sum of new active cases and active cases on hand at the 
beginning of the fiscal year. It Is also the sum of the number of cases 
closed from the active statuses and the number on hand at the end of the 
fiscal year. 

4. Persons served : Identical In meaning to "active cases served." 

5. Severely disabled : Cases of Individuals who fall Into any of the four 
categories listed below: 1* Clients with major disabling conditions 
such as blindness and deafness, which are automatically Included, and 
other disabilities as qualified, such as a respiratory disorder with 
sufficient loss of breath capacity, 2« Clients who, at any time in the 
VR process, had been Social Security Disability Insurance (SSDI) 
beneficiaries, 3* Clients who, at any time in the VR process, had been 
recipients of Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payments by reason of 
blindness or disability, and, 4« Other individual cases with documented 
evidence of substantial loss in conducting certain specified activities. 

6. Severely disabled caseload : The number of cases in the active caseload 
of severely disabled persons. 

7* Rehabilitation rate : The number of cases closed rehabilitated as a 

percent of all cases closed from the active caseload. (Rehabilitations 
as a percent of the sum of rehabilitations and non-rehabilitations. ) 

8* Acceptance rate : The number of cases accepted for VR as a percent of all 
cases processed for eligibility. (Acceptances as a percent of the sum of 
acceptances and non-acceptances.) 

9. Rehabilitations per 100,000 population : The number of persons whose 
cases are closed rehabilitated for every 100,000 persons in the total 
resident population in the United States on July 1 prior to each fiscal 
year. Excluded from this measure are Puerto Rico and the outlying 
territories. 

10c Persons served per 100,000 population : The number of persons served 
(Statuses 10 - 30) for every 100,000 persons in the total resident 
population in the United States on July 1 prior to each fiscal year. 
Excluded from this measure are Puerto Rico and the outlying r<«rr.i tories. 
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Table I Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 

rehabilitation agencies. Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 



1984 1983 1982 

Items Number Percent Kunber Percent Number Percent 



Total reliAhHlt!At'1 ATiR 


f / / ^ 




ZlDf ZjI 




226,924 




















107 


1 AA A 
100 •() 


«%| «% « OA 

ZlZ,lo9 


100.0 


215,020 


100*0 


Under 18 years 


18 » 591 


8.7 


20,181 


9.5 


21,145 


9.8 


18*19 years 


21,724 


10.2 


21,374 


10.1 


21,009 


9*8 


zir*z«f years 


35 » 925 


16*9 


35,694 


16.8 


36,297 


16.9 


^J^JH JrCatB 


Do f DZD 


07 c 


3D,oZ5 


26*8 


56,119 


26.1 


jj^ifif yea£^B 




17*3 


35, 117 


16«5 


34,958 


16.2 


A 5-54 years 


23,140 


10.9 


23,888 


11.3 


25,196 


11.7 


55-64 years 


12,836 


6.0 


13,541 


6.4 


14,230 


6.6 


years ana over 


5,329 


2.5 


5,569 


2.6 


6,066 


2.8 






years 


3Z«D 


years 


32«8 


years 


Sex 














MumDer report xng 


214,364 


100*0 


208 , 704 


100.0 


211,692 


100.0 




IZl , HJl 


Cf f 

56 • 6 


lie 0^0 

115,070 


55«1 


114,029 


53.9 


gCmBLLC 


92,933 


43*4 


93,634 


44*9 


97,663 


46.1 


8ace 
















7A7 
^1 J , /D/ 


1 A A A 
100*0 


Zll ,9oZ 


100*0 


214,869 


100.0 


White 


1 7n 1 AO 


7A C 

79*0 


1 CO QQA 

1d9,oo0 


OA 1 

oO«l 


172,521 


80.3 


Blank 




1 Q C 

lo«3 


JO, 917 


18*4 


38,423 


17.9 


Am 0 1*4 ATI TnrflAn/ 

Allies XwOU XUUXCUA/ 














Alaskan Katl vp 




A 


1 ACI 


A C 

0*3 


1, 178 


A e 

0.5 


Asian and Pacific 












Islander 


2,798 


1.3 


2,124 


uo 


2,747 


1.3 


HlSDanlc orlffln 1/ 














NitmHAT* i*Ann^t4n<y 


017 AAA 




199,030 


1 00 0 

100*0 


204,924 


100.0 


1^oT*AOfia HI Annn4 /* 














Ai?4 <f 4 n 


1 A A^n 




U, JlO 


0*7 


12,516 


6.1 


Pai^Sahr nnt of TI4 anAnI /• 














origin 


on^ O^A 




103 ,7 Zo 


93*3 


1 A^ /. 00 

192,408 


AA A 

93.9 


lUffHpRt 01*Arfp of 














o#»Koo1 f*oiim1 ptpfl 














Number reporting 


211,561 


100.0 


210,202 


100.0 


213.262 




Mb grades completed 


525 


0.2 


725 


0.3 


737 


0.3 


1 through 7 grades 


12,215 


5.8 


13,827 


6.6 


15,093 


7.1 


8 grades 


10,446 


4.9 


11,739 


5.6 


12,513 


5.9 


9 through 11 grades 


45,267 


21.4 


45,749 


21.8 


46,265 


21.7 


12 grades 


79,788 


37.7 


76,758 


36.5 


76,706 


36.0 


13 grades and over 


32,456 


15.3 


31,365 


14.9 


31,378 


14.7 


Special education 2/ 


30,864 


14.6 


30,042 


14.3 


30,570 


14.3 


Mean grades compleTed 3/ 


11.3 




11.1 




11.1 





For footnotes, see end of tables 
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Table 2 Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocatijooBl 

rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Tears 1982 to 1984 



1984 1983 I1B2 



Items Number Percent Number Percent NoHber Bercent 



Total rehabilitations 


225,722 


— 


216,231 


— 


22v,124 


— 


Source of referral 














Number reporting 


212,084 


100.0 


210.536 


100.0 


212,1^ 


100.0 


Educational institutions 


30,439 


1 A A 




1 A n 






Elementary or high school 22,139 


10.4 


21,475 


10.2 


21 Jm 


10.? 


All other educational 














institutions 


8,300 


3.9 


8.055 


3.8 


%v*54 


4.0 


Hospital and sanatoriums 


17,689 


8.3 


18.313 


8.7 


18,802 


8.9 


Mental hospital 


4,275 


2.0 


4.670 


2.2 


5.225 


2.5 


General hospital 


8,710 


4.1 


9.141 


4.3 


9.141 


4.3 


All other hospitals 














or clinics 


4,704 


2.2 


4.502 


2^1 


4.436 


2.1 


Health organizations and 














agencies 


22,786 


10.7 




in s 


9n Qi fk 


Q Q 


Rehabilitation facility 


6,529 


3.1 


6.278 


3.0 


5.830 


2.7 


Community mental health 














center 


9,970 


4.7 


9.544 


4.5 


8.921 


4.2 


All other health organizations 












(public & private) 


6,287 


3.0 


6.219 


3.0 


6.165 


2.9 


Welfare agencies 


7,837 


3.7 


8.643 


4.1 


9.814 


4.6 


Public welfare agency 


7,563 


J . D 


OfJii 


A n 

•f .u 




A ^ 
t. J 


Private welfare agency 


274 


0.1 


266 


0.1 


262 


0.1 


Public sources 4/ 


31,825 


15.0 


32.900 


15.6 


35.361 


16.7 


Social Security Admin* 


7,103 


.J* J 


O. OjL 


A 1 


1 n A99 


A Q 


Workers* Compensation 














Agency 


2,500 


1.2 


2.726 


1.3 


2.851 


1.3 


State employment service 


5,806 


2.7 


5.281 


2.5 


5.801 


2.7 


Correctional institution 


6,331 


3.0 


6.292 


3.0 


6.079 


2.9 


All other public sources 


10,085 


4.8 


9.970 


4.7 


10.208 


4.8 


Private sources 


7,946 


3.7 


7.349 


3.5 


6.776 


3.2 


Artificial appliance co* 


2,559 


1.2 


2.464 


1.2 


2.217 


1.0 


All other private sources 5,387 


2.5 


4.885 


2.3 


4.559 


2.1 


Individuals 


93,582 


44.1 


91.760 


43.6 


90.434 


42.6 


Self -referred 


49,179 


23.2 


47.184 


22.4 


46.399 


21.9 


Physician 


18,803 


8.9 


19.656 


9.3 


19.931 


9.4 


All other individuals 


25,600 


12.1 


24 » 920 


11.8 


24.104 


il.4 



For footnotes, see end of tables. 
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Tears 1982 to 1984 



1984 1983 1982 

ItemB Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 



rotal rehabilitations 


225, 


► 772 


— 


216, 


,231 


— 


226, 


,924 




iajor disabling condition 




















Nuaber reporting 


213, 


.646 


100.0 


208, 


,594 


100.0 


214, 


,871 


100.0 


Blindness 


8, 


.665 


4.1 


8, 


,115 


3.9 


8, 


,948 


4.2 


Other visual Impaiments 


9, 


.436 


4.4 


8, 


,790 


4.2 


10, 


,113 


4.7 


Deafness 5/ 


6, 


.026 


2.8 


6, 


,127 


2.9 


6, 


,423 


3.0 


Hard of bearing 5/ 


10, 


,101 


4.7 


9, 


,458 


4.5 


9, 


,096 


4.2 


Oxthopedic inpairments 


47, 


,497 


22.2 


47, 


,587 


22.8 


50, 


,071 


23.3 


One or both upper limbs 


6, 


,328 


3.0 


6, 


,084 


2.9 


6, 


,352 


3.0 


One or both lower limbs 


14, 


,928 


7.0 


15, 


,121 


7.2 


15, 


,871 


7.4 


Three or more limbs 




















or body 


5, 


,172 


2.4 


5, 


,310 


2.5 


5, 


,590 


2.6 


One upper and one lower 




















limb 


3, 


,099 


1.5 


3, 


,218 


1.5 


3, 


,428 


1.6 


Other and ill-defined 


17. 


,980 


8.4 


17, 


,854 


8.6 


18, 


,830 


8.8 


Absence or amputation of 


















extremities 


5, 


,199 


2.4 


5, 


,330 


2.6 


5, 


,364 


2.5 


Both upper extremities 




83 


* 




75 


* 




67 


* 


One upper extremity 




892 


0.4 




831 


0.4 




860 


0.4 


One or both lower 




















extremities 


3. 


764 


1.8 


3, 


,924 


1.9 


3, 


,869 


1.8 


One upper and one lower 




















extremity 




114 


0.1 




134 


0.1 




143 


0.1 


Other and unspecified 


















parts 




346 


0.2 




366 


0.2 




425 


0.2 


Mental Illness 


39. 


556 


18.5 


39, 


372 


18.9 


41. 


052 


19.1 


Psychotic disorders 


10. 


920 


5.1 


11. 


138 


5.3 


11. 


740 


5.5 


Psychoneurotic disorders 


14. 


490 


6.8 


14. 


808 


7.1 


15. 


422 


7.2 


Other mental illness 


13. 


945 


6.5 


13. 


426 


6.4 


13. 


890 


6.5 


Alcoholism 


H, 


490 


6.8 


12. 


974 


6.2 


11. 


629 


5.4 


Drug addiction 


3. 


621 


1.7 


3. 


190 


1.5 


2. 


753 


1.3 


Mental retardation 


27, 


156 


12.7 


25. 


973 


12.5 


26. 


623 


12.4 


Mild 


16. 


159 


7.6 


14. 


750 


7.1 


14. 


606 


6.8 


Moderate 


8. 


859 


4.1 


8. 


852 


4.2 


9. 


226 


4.3 


Severe 


2. 


138 


1.0 


2. 


371 


1.1 


2. 


791 


1.3 


Hay fever and asthma 


1. 


087 


0.5 


1. 


243 


0.6 


1. 


366 


0.6 


Diabetes mellitus 


3. 


100 


1.5 


3. 


027 


1.5 


3. 


300 


1.5 


Epilepsy 


4. 


243 


2.0 


4. 


285 


2.1 


4. 


434 


2.1 


Other nervous system 




















conditions 


2. 


136 


1.0 


2. 


117 


1.0 


2. 


704 


1.3 


Heart disease 


4. 


725 


2.2 


4. 


851 


2.3 


5. 


417 


2.5 


Varicose veins /hemorroids 




460 


0.2 




495 


0.2 




651 


0.3 


Other circulatory 




















conditions 


1. 


126 


0.5 


1. 


218 


0.6 


1. 


415 


0.7 



For footnotes, see end of tables. 
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Table 4 Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies » Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 





1984 




1983 




1982 






Ml 1 1^ A w 

numDcr 


















216.231 




226.924 




najor aiaaDxxiig conaxkxon 














(continued) 














Respiratory systen 














conditions 


1,220 




1 2Q1 

X f ^7 X 


0.6 


1 AOS 

X f Hv J 


0.7 


Tuberculosis 


84 




1 01 




1 SO 

1 J7 


0 1 
U. X 


Emphysema 


187 


A 1 


1 AQ 


0 1 


91 ^ 

£X J 


0 1 

V. X 


All other respiratory 














conditions 


949 


XJm** 


1 001 


0 S 


1 0^^ 

X f UJ J 


0 S 

U. J 


Digestive system conditions 59 418 




S QQQ 


9 Q 

^ • 7 


7 1 SI 

/ f X JX 


J.J 


Conditions of teeth and 














supporting structures 


1,353 




1 7AA 
1 f /HO 


0 A 


9 liS7 

O J/ 


1 .9 
X . ^ 


Hernia 


1»518 


0.7 


1 SQ1 

X f «/7 X 


0.8 


1.623 


0.8 


Ulcer 


217 


0 1 


9Q1 

&7X 


0. 1 

\Jm X 


^A 


0.9 


Other digestive system 














conditions 


2^330 


1 1 
1 • 1 


J/ 1 


1 1 
X • X 


9 S9^ 
J^J 


1 9 
X . ^ 


End-Stage renal failure 


402 


0.2 


420 


0.2 


426 


0.2 


Other genitourinary 














conditions 


4^414 


2.1 


4,551 


2.2 


4,695 


2.2 


Speech impairments 


1»250 


0.6 


1.373 


0.7 


1,524 


0.7 


^ ^^^^^ - - 
Skin conditions 


763 






0.4 


880 


0.4 


Specific developmental 










Yllk 




disorders 


4,595 


2.2 


2.696 


1-3 




All other conditions 


6,960 






J.J 


7 A^l 

/ , *t JX 


^.s 

J.J 


mmary cause oz sexeccea 














major disabling conditions 














Orthopedic impairments 


47,497 


100 0 


A7 SR7 


100 0 


SO 071 

Jw f \Ji L 


100.0 


Cerebral palsy 


2,026 


A ^ 


9 OQA 

^ f v7H 


A A 


9 1 A1 
^ f xox 


A. 4 


Other congenital 














conditions 


4,190 


o* o 


A 177 

H f X / / 


A A 
o . o 


A 70A 

•*f /I/O 


9. A 

7 . •» 


Arthritis & rheumatism 


3,838 


ft. 1 


3 767 


7.9 


4.329 


8.7 


Stroke 6/ 


1,325 




1 AQ9 

X f H7^ 


5. 1 
•9. X 


1 AAA 

X f HOH 


3.0 


Poliomyelitis 


1,696 




1 

X f OX<J 


^.A 
J . o 


1.834 


3.7 


Muscular dystrophy 


382 




427 


0.9 


384 


0.8 


Multiple sclerosis 


852 


1 ft 


ASA 


1 A 
X .o 


QA1 

741 


1 .Q 

X . 7 


Parkinson's disease 


49 


0. 1 


40 


0.1 


52 


0.1 


All other diseases 


3,928 




A OI>l> 


A S 
O.J 


A 1 

Hf X7J 


ft A 


Accidents involving the 














spinal cord 


3,728 


7.8 


3,716 


7.8 


4,041 


8.1 


All other accidents 


25,483 


54.4 


25,137 


52.8 


25,924 


51.8 


Absence or amputation of 














extremities 


5,199 


100.0 


5,330 


100.0 


5,364 


100.0 


Malignant neoplasms 7/ 


255 


4.9 


265 


5.0 


245 


4.6 


All other diseases 


1,123 


21.6 


1,195 


22.4 


1,206 


22.5 


Congenital conditions 


449 


8.6 


415 


7.8 


409 


7.6 


Accidents and Injuries 


3,372 


64.9 


3,455 


64.8 


3,504 


65.3 



For footnotes » see end of tables. 
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Table 5 



CharacterlstlcB of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1982 to 198A 



Items 



1984 



1983 



1982 



Total rehabilitations 

Months In referral^^appllcant 
statuses 

Number reporting 

Less than 1 month 

1 month 

2 months 

3 months 
4-6 months 
7«-12 months 
13 or more months 
Mean months 

Months from acceptance to 
closure 

Number reporting 

Less than 4 months 

4-6 months 

7-9 months 

10-12 months 

13-18 months 

19~24 months 

25-»36 months 

37 or more months 

Mean months 

Months in VR from referral 
to closure " 

Number reporting 

Less than 4 months 

4-6 months 

7-9 months 

10-12 months 

13-18 months 

19-24 months 

25-36 months 

37 or more months 

Mean months 



225,772 


— 


216,231 


— 


226,924 




203,974 


100.0 


203,551 


100.0 


209,932 


100.0 


20,970 


10.3 


21,592 


10.6 


21,199 


10.1 


45,260 


22.2 


45,801 


22.5 


44,759 


21.3 


40, 127 


19.7 


40,148 


19.7 


40,353 


19.2 


28,738 


14.1 


28,722 


14.1 


29,682 


14.1 


42,112 


20.6 


41,401 


20.3 


44,264 


21.1 


20,014 


9.8 


19,904 


9.8 


22,312 


10.6 


6,753 


3.3 


5,983 


2.9 


7,363 


3.5 


3.5 


months 


3.4 


months 


3.6 


months 



212,061 


100.0 


207,471 


100.0 


214,400 


100.0 


18,230 


8.6 


16,538 


8.0 


15,230 


7.1 


36,178 


17.1 


35,070 


16.9 


32,809 


15.3 


28,891 


13.6 


27,798 


13.4 


27,816 


13.0 


23,056 


10.9 


21,660 


10.4 


23,297 


10.9 


32,015 


15.1 


30,517 


14.7 


34,604 


16.1 


20, 180 


9.5 


20,162 


9.7 


22,497 


10.5 


23,054 


10.9 


25,173 


12.1 


26,082 


12.2 


30,457 


14.4 


30,553 


14.7 


32,065 


15.0 


19.0 


months 


19.4 


months 


19.8 


months 



211,963 


100.0 


202,613 


100.0 


212,691 


100.0 


4,247 


2.0 


3,932 


1.9 


3,352 


1.5 


23,858 


11.3 


22,675 


11.2 


20,197 


9.5 


27,647 


13.0 


25,371 


12.5 


24,678 


11.6 


25,299 


11.9 


22,351 


11.0 


23,299 


11.0 


39,637 


18.7 


34,845 


17.2 


39,629 


18.6 


25,640 


12.1 


24,236 


12.0 


28,951 


13.6 


29,113 


13.7 


31,639 


15.6 


33,367 


15.7 


36,542 


17.2 


37,564 


IP 


39,218 


18.5 


21.9 


months 


22.8 


month. 


23.3 


months 



For footnotes, see end of table. 
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Table 6 Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies. Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 





1984 




1983 




1982 


Items 


Number Percent 


Number Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Total rehabilitations 


225,772 


— 


216,231 




226,924 




Type of service provided or 














arranged for by agency 8/ 














Number reporting 


214,413 


100.0 


212,617 


100.0 


215,569 


100.0 


Diagnosis and evaluation 


200,603 


93.5 


195,112 


91.8 


199,420 


92.5 


Restoration (physical 














or mental) 


80,416 


37.5 


81,768 


38.5 


85,297 


39.6 


Training 


116,964 


54.6 


110,885 


52.2 


112,666 


52.3 


College or university 


23,267 


10.9 


24,005 


11.3 


25,715 


J1.9 


Other academic (elementary 










or high school) 


7,906 


3.7 


7»818 


3.7 


7,934 


3.7 


Business school 














or college 


4,947 


2.3 


5. 162 


2-4 


5,686 


2.6 


Vocational school 


28,794 


13.4 


26,661 


12.5 


27 , 094 


12-6 


On-the-job training 


14,124 


6.6 


12,489 


5.? 


11,566 


5.4 


Personal and vocational 














adjustment 


49,657 


23.2 


45:976 


21.6 


46,028 


21.4 


Miscellaneous 


28,037 


13.1 


26,436 


•2.4 


26,111 


12.1 


Maintenance 


46,610 


21.7 


45,145 


21.2 


48,425 


22.5 


u^neic servxcGS to cxienkS 


0^ O 1 D 


38.8 


76,742 


36.1 


76,716 


35.6 


Services to other family 














members 


4,722 


2.2 


4,608 


2.2 


5,142 


2,4 


Cost of case services 9/ 














Number reporting 


184,230 


100.0 


173,679 


100.0 


164,913 


100.0 


Clients served trlthout 














cost 


14,938 


8.1 


12,157 


7.0 


10,649 


6.5 


$1 - $99 


25,373 


13.8 


25,295 


14.6 


24,283 


14.7 


$100 $199 


17,860 


9.7 


17,138 


9.9 


16,339 


9.9 


$200 - $299 


10,830 


5.9 


9,699 


5.6 


9,255 


5.6 


$300 - $399 


9,177 


5.0 


8,515 


4.9 


8,032 


4.9 


$400 - $599 


16,714 


9.1 


15,958 


9.2 


14,641 


8.9 


$600 - $799 


11,818 


6.4 


10,650 


6.1 


9,860 


6.0 


$800 - $999 


9,151 


5.0 


8,304 


4.8 


7,640 


4.6 


$1000 - $1999 


28,478 


15.4 


26,826 


15.4 


24,860 


15.1 


$2000 - $2999 


15,488 


8.4 


15,662 


9.0 


14,986 


9.1 


$3000 and over 


24,403 


13.2 


23,475 


13.5 


24,368 


14.8 


Mean cost, for all 














clients reporting 


$1,460 




$1,495 




$1,539 


Mean cost, for clients 














served with cost 


$1,589 




$1,607 




$1, 


645 



For footnotes,, see end of tables. 
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies » Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 



1984 1983 1982 

Itens Humber Percent Number Percent Number Percent 



Total rehabilitations 


225,772 


— 


216,231 


— 


226,924 


— 


Work status at referral 














Number reporting 


212,785 


100.0 


212.290 


100 0 




iUU.U 


Competitive labor market 


28,748 


13.5 


30,382 


14.3 


33,799 


15.7 


Sheltered workshops 


1,725 


0.8 


1,677 


0.8 


1,928 


0.9 


Self-employed 10/ 


1,340 


0.6 


1,335 


0.6 


1,417 


0.6 


Homemakers 


9,220 


4.3 


10,025 


4.7 


11,412 


5.3 


Unpaid family irorkers 


398 


0.2 


399 


0.2 


494 


0.2 


Not working 


171,356 


80.6 


168,472 


79.4 


166,194 


77.1 


Students 


28,473 


13.4 


29,162 


13.7 


30,007 


13.9 


Trainees 


1,416 


0.7 


1. SOS 


0 7 




n 7 


Others 


141,467 


66.5 


137,805 


64.9 


134,582 


62.5 


Work status at closure 














Number reporting 


213,969 


100.0 


212,321 


100.0 


215,340 


100.0 


Competitive labor market 


168,944 


79.0 


162,348 


76.5 


162,473 


75.5 


Sheltered vorkshops 


13,792 


6.4 


14,172 


6.7 


14,509 


6.7 


Self-employed 10/ 


6,194 


2.9 


7,198 


3.4 


7,225 


3.3 


Homemakers 


23,621 


11.0 


26,806 


12.6 


29,221 


13.6 


Unpaid family workers 


1,418 


0.7 


1,797 


0.8 


1,912 


0.9 


Weekly earnings at referral 














Number reporting 


213,096 


100.0 


211,356 


100.0 


214.148 


100.0 


No earnings 


181,407 


85.1 


178,260 


84.3 


177,242 


82.8 


Less than $40 


3,512 


1.6 


3,592 


1.7 


3,957 


1.8 


$40 - $79 


6,267 


2.9 


6,380 


3.0 


6,863 


3.2 


$80 - $99 


2,297 


1.1 


2,656 


1.3 


3,122 


1.5 


$100 - $124 


4,929 


2.3 


5,344 


2.5 


6,383 


3.0 


$125 - $149 


3,587 


1.7 


4,037 


1.9 


4,681 


2.2 


$150 - $199 


4,591 


2.2 


4,736 


2.2 


5,316 


2.5 


A AAA 4 

$200 and over 


6,506 


3.1 


6,351 


3.0 


6.584 


3.1 


Mean earnings - all clients 


$20. 


40 


$21.10 


$22.80 


Mean eaminffs «• thoa^ iH 














earnings 


$137.00 


$134.80 


$132.20 


Weekly earnings at closure 














Number reporting 


213,573 


100.0 


211,629 


100.0 


214,614 


100.0 


No earnings 


24,581 


11.5 


28,111 


13.3 


31,469 


14.7 


Less than $40 


11,963 


5.6 


13,424 


6.3 


14,053 


6.5 


$40 - $79 


16,760 


7.8 


18,182 


8.6 


17,046 


7.9 


$80 - $99 


6,889 


3.2 


7,360 


3.5 


7,060 


3.3 


$100 > $124 


17,212 


8.1 


18,213 


8.6 


17,216 


8.0 



For footnotes, see end of tables. 
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Table 8 Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational 
rehabilitation agencies. Fiscal Years 1982 to 1984 



1984 1983 1982 
Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total rehabilitations 225,772 — 216,231 — 226 924 ~ 



Weekly earnings at closure (continued) 



$125 - $149 


35,287 


16.5 


34,920 


16.5 


36,641 


17.1 


$150 - $199 


40,279 


18.9 


39,063 


18.5 


40,584 


18.9 


$200 > $249 


28,385 


13.3 


25,273 


11.9 


24,077 


11.2 


$250 - $299 


12,737 


6.0 


11,015 


5.2 


11,009 


5.1 


$300 - $399 


11,993 


5.6 


10,249 


4.8 


9,991 


4.7 


$400 axtd over 


7,487 


3.5 


5,819 


2.7 


5,468 


2.5 



Mean earnings - til clients $151.30 $140.60 $137.70 

Mean earnings - those with 
earnings $171.00 $162.10 $161.30 



Occupation at closure 



Number reporting 


213,966 


100.0 


210,129 


100.0 


212,615 


100.0 


Professional, technical and 












managerial 11/ 


26,422 


12.3 


26,456 


12.6 


28,231 


13.3 


Medicine and 'Sealth 


4,138 


1.9 


4,455 


2.1 


4,816 


2.3 


Education 


2,884 


1.3 


3,134 


1.5 


3,591 


1.7 


Managers and 










4,721 


2.2 


officials n.e.c. 


4,669 


2.2 


4,554 


2.2 


All other professional 


14,731 


6.9 


14,313 


6.8 


15,103 


7.1 


Clerical 


26,611 


12.4 


25,342 


12.1 


26,160 


12.3 


Stenography, typing. 














filing 


10,555 


4.9 


10,312 


4.9 


10,578 


5.0 


Computing, account- 












3.9 


recording 


8,615 


4.0 


8,117 


3.9 


8,302 


All other clerical 


7,441 


3.5 


6,913 


3.3 


7,280 


3.4 


Sales UJ 


9,560 


4.5 


9,311 


4.4 


8,934 


4.2 


Service 


46,651 


21.8 


46,359 


22.1 


44,851 


21.1 


Domestic 


4,849 


2.3 


5,468 


2.6 


5,132 


2.4 


Food and hevarage 














preparation 


15,145 


7.1 


14,691 


7.0 


13,965 


6.6 


Building 


9,. 934 


4.6 


9,114 


4.3 


8,539 


4.0 


All other service 


)&,723 


7.8 


17,086 


8.1 


17,215 


8.1 


Agriculture 


6,274 


2.9 


6,708 


3.2 


6,585 


3.0 


Indtistrial 


63,838 


29.8 


57,009 


27.1 


56,460 


26.6 


Processing 


5,274 


2.5 


4,937 


2.3 


5,247 


2.5 


Machine trades 


12,550 


5.9 


10,966 


5.2 


11,331 


5.3 


Benchwork 


13,089 


6.1 


11,136 


5.3 


11,904 


5.6 


Structural 


17,781 


8.3 


16,233 


7.7 


13,669 


6.4 


Miscellaneous 


15,144 


7.1 


13,737 


6.5 


14,309 


6.7 


Bomemakers 


23,621 


11.0 


26,806 


12.8 


29,221 


13.7 


Unpaid family workers 








0.6 


1,593 


0.8 


n.e.c. 


1,075 


0.5 


1,352 


Sheltered workshop 














workers n.e.c. 


9,914 


4.6 


10,786 


5.1 


10,580 


5.0 



For footnotes, see end of tables* 
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Table 9 



Unsuccessful case closures, by reason for closure. 
Fiscal Tear 1982-1984 



Reasons for closure 



198A 

Number Percent 



1983 

Mumber Percent 



1982 

Number Percent 



Applicants not accepted 245,435 — 



237,243 — 



Number reporting 
Ifeiable to locate 
Handicap too severe 
Befused services 
Deatb 

Institutionalized 
Transferred to another 

agency 
Failed to cooperate 
No disabling condition 
No vocational handicap 
All other reasons 



214,033 
33,829 
17,484 
52,044 
1,176 
3,118 

3,387 
40,884 
15,743 
17,262 
29,106 



100.0 
15.8 
8.2 
24.3 
0.5 
1.5 

1.6 
19.1 
7.4 
8.1 
13.6 



225,557 
35,283 
18,795 
51,200 
1,376 
3,511 

3,457 
45,713 
18,140 
19,012 
29,070 



Number reporting 
Unable to locate 
Handicap too severe 
Refused services 
Death 

Insititutlonallzed 
Transferred to another 
agency 
Failed to cooperate 
All other reasons 



12,001 
1,645 
2,773 
2,184 
170 
301 

251 
2,873 
1,804 



100.0 
13.7 
23.1 
18.2 
1.4 
2.5 

2.1 
23.9 
15.0 



13,636 
1,666 
3,362 
2,796 
188 
313 

246 
3,110 
1,955 



Number reporting 
Unable to locate 
Handicap too severe 
Refused services 
Death 

Institutionalized 
Transferred to another 
agency 
Failed to cooperate 
All other reasons 



124,533 
30,561 
13,423 
27,371 
2,948 
3,685 

1,937 
26,999 
17,519 



100.0 
24.6 
10.8 
22.0 
2.4 
3.0 

1.6 
21.7 
14.1 



128,815 
29,953 
14,706 
26,998 
3,030 
4,180 

1,857 
28,853 
19,238 



100.0 
15.6 
8.3 
22.7 
0.6 
1.6 

1.5 
20.3 
8.0 
8.4 
12.9 



EE eases n ot accepted 12/ 13,302 100.0 14,965 -- 



100.0 
12.2 
24.7 
20.5 
1.4 
2.3 

1.8 
22.8 
14.3 



Total not rehabilitated 131,572 ~ 134,118 ~ 



100.0 
23.3 
11.4 
21.0 
2.4 
3.2 

1.4 
22.4 
14.9 



242,848 ~ 



233,149 
36,967 
21,709 
54,387 
1,542 
3,253 

2,894 
43,021 
18,627 
19,670 
31,079 



16,265 
2,127 
4,354 
3,525 
223 
393 

319 
2,778 
2,546 



133,637 
33,405 
16,145 
28,113 
3,420 
4,296 

1,775 
26,839 
19,644 



100.0 
15.9 
9.3 
23.3 
0.7 
1.4 

1.2 
18.5 
8.0 
8.4 
13.3 



17,670 ~ 



100.0 
13.1 
26.8 
21.7 
1.4 
2.4 

2.0 
17.1 
15.7 



142,575 ~ 



100.0 
25.0 
12.1 
21.0 
2.6 
3.2 

1.3 
20.1 
14.7 



For footnotes, see end of tables. 
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FOOTNOTES 

\J Figure for Fiscal Year 1982 revised from previous report. 

2/ Includes all clients with mental retardation ar a major or 
secondary disabling condition. 

V Computed for those clients who did not receive special 
"~ education. 

4/ Not specifically educational » healthy or welfare. 

5/ Because of errors In editing codes for deafness and hard of 

hearings figures for these groups had to be estimated In Fiscal 
Year 1982. 

6/ Excludes strokes causing aphasia. Total number of stroke cases 
was 1,640 In Fiscal Year 1982, 1,639 In Fiscal Year 1983 and 
1,452 In Fiscal Year 1984. 

7/ Excludes malignant neoplasms causing conditions other than 

amputation of extremities. Totals for malignant neoplasms were 
1,174 In Fiscal Year 1982, 1,092 In. Fiscal Year 1983 and 1,042 In 
Fiscal Year 1984. 

8/ Encompasses the receipt of services by clients regardless of the 
source of funding. Figures are not additive because many clients 
receive more than one type of service. 

9/ These iire expenditures made by State rehabilitation agencies for 
the purchase of services for clients. Excluded are 
administrative costs and counselor salaries. 

10/ Includes State agency-managed enterprises. 

11/ Includes Randolph-Sheppard vending stand personnel. 

12/ Cases close.^^ not accepted from Status 06 (extended evaluation). 

n.e.c. Not elsewhere classified. 

* Less than 0.05 percent. 
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APPENDIX C 
Learning Disabled 
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SERIES LD02 REHABILITATION RATES FOR PERSONS WITH A LEARNING DISABILITY WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSEO IN FY 1983 
TABLE 3 FAMILY INCOME BY OUTCOME > 



FAMILV INCQMc 


1 T n T A 1 
1 1 U 1 II L 


OUTCOME 

LD REHA- |LD NOT 
BILITATED REHA- 

IBILITATED 


TOTAL 


3,667 


2.436 


1.231 


ROW X 


100.0 


66.4 


33.6 


$0 -$14Q 


849 


648 


301 


ROW X 


100.0 


64.8 


35.5 


$1S0-$199 


106 


88 


48 


ROW X 


100.0 


64.7 


45.3 


$200-9249 


118 


81 


37 


ROW X 


100.0 


68.6 


31.4 


$290-9299 


88 


SO 


38 


ROW X 


100.0 


56 1.8 


43.2 


$300-$349 


120 


71 


49 


ROW X 


100.0 


59.2 


40.8 


$3B0-$399 


80 


45 


35 


ROW X 


100.0 


56.3 


43.8 


$400-$449 


186 


122 


64 


ROW X 


100.0 


65.6 


34.4 


$4B0*$499 


81 


45 


36 


ROW X 


100.0 


55.6 


44.4 


$B00-$B99 


203 


145 


58 


ROW X 


100.0 


71.4 


28.6 


$900-AND OVER 


1.836 


1.271 


565 


ROW X 


100.0 


69.2 


30.8 
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SERIES LDOl CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNING AND OTHER OISABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSEO IN FV 1983 
TABLE 4 PA STATUS AT REFERRAL BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



I. 



DISABILITY 



LEARNING DISABLED {NOT LEARNING DISABLED 



OUTCOME 



I 



OUTCOME 



PA STATUS AT REFERRAL 



It n T A . !?!^!Si^" 1*"^ jREHABIL-""|wrREW 

.!!-?-!---!: Ibilitated Iitated Ibilitated I 



TOTAL 
COL X 

NOT ON PUBLIC ASSISTANCE 

COL % 
ON PUBLIC ASSISTANCE 

COL X 



331,224 
100.0 
267,999 
80.9 
63.225 
19.1 



2.671 
100.0 
2,487 
93.1 
184 
6.9 



1.327 
100.0 
1.125 

84.8 
202 

15.2 



202.207 
100.0 
170.762 
84.4 
31.445 
15.6 



125.019 
100.0 
93.625 
?4.9 
31.394 
25.1 
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SEKIES LOOa REHABILITATION RATES FOR PERSONS WITH A LEARNING OISABILITY WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSEO IN FY 1983 
TABLE 5 WORK STATUS AT REFERRAL BY OUTCOME 



WORK STATUS AT REFERRAL 



{TOTAL 



OUTCOME 

LO REHA- |L0 NOT 
BILITATEO IrEHA- 

Ibilitateo 



4,054 


2.894 


1.360 


100.0 


68.5 


33.5 


423 


337 


86 


100.0 


79.7 


20.3 


14 


12 


2 


100.0 


85.7 


14.3 


3 


•3 




100.0 


100.0 


.0 


17 


10 


7 


100.0 


58.8 


41.2 


8 


8 


2 


100.0 


75.0 


25.0 


1.424 


959 


485 


100.0 


87.3 


32.7 


2,129 


1.343 


788 


100.0 


83.1 


38.9 


38 


24 


12 


100.0 


88.7 


33.3 



TOTAL 

ROW % 
OPEN LABOR MARKET 

ROW % 
SHELTEREO WORKSHOP 

ROW X 
SELF EMPLOYEO 

ROW % 
HOMEMAKER 

ROW % 

UNPAIO FAMILY WORKER 

ROW % 
STUOENT NOT WORKING 

ROW % 
OTHER NOT WORKING 

ROW % 
TRAINEE NOT WORKING 

ROW % 

SERIES LD01 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNING AND OTHER DISABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSEO IN FY 1983 
TABLE 6 WORK STATUS AT CLOSURE BY OISABILITY ANO OUTCOME 



WORK STATUS AT CLOSURE 



{TOTAL 



I DISABILITY 

LEARNING DISABLED {NOT LEARNING DISABLED 
OUTCOME' { OUTCOME 



REHABIL- {NOT REHA- |REHABIL- {NOT REHA- 



ITATEO 



{BILITATEO SiTATEO 



BILITATEO 



TOTAL 


208.320 


COL % 


100.0 


OPEN LABOR MARKET 


180.051 


COL % 


78.8 


SHELTEREO WORKSHOPS 


14.139 


COL % 


8.8 


SELF EMPLOYED 


8.338 


COL % 


3.0 


STATE AGENCY MANAGED 


248 


COL % 


.1 


HOMEMAKER 


25.893 


COL % 


12.4 


UNPAID FAMILY WORKER 


1.851 


COL % 


.8 




113 



2.893 




205.827 




too.o 


.0 


100.0 


.0 


2.504 




157.547 




93.0 


.0 


78.8 


.0 


89 




14.050 




3.3 


.0 


8.8 


.0 


28 




8.310 




1.0 


.0 


3.1 


.0 


2 




248 




.1 


.0 


.1 


.0 


58 




25.835 




2.2 


.0 


12.8 


.0 


12 




1.839 




.4 


.0 


• 8 


.0 
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SERIES LOOl CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNING AND OTHER DISABILITIES WHOSE CASES HERE CLOSED IN FY I9B3 
TABLC 7 WEEKLY EARNINGS AT REF BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



I DISABILITY 

I 



LEARNING DISABLED {NOT LEARNING OISABLEoj 



j ^ ^ OUTCOME I OUTCOME j 

« , REHABIL- {NOT REHA- iREHABIL-~~!NOrRKM-~! 

.IT-?-!----- iITATED jBILITATED {iTATED {bILITATED \ 



WEEKLY EARNINGS AT REF 



TOTAL 

COL % 
NO EARNINGS 

COL % 
LESS THAN $20 

COL % 
$20-$39 

COL % 
$40-$S9 

COL X 
$60-$79 

COL % 
$80- $99 

COL % 
$100-$ 124 

COL X 
$125-$149 

COL % 
$150-$ 174 

COL % 
$175-$ 199 

COL % 
$200-$249 

COL X 
$250-$299 

COL X 
$300-$349 

COL X 
$350- $399 

COL X 
$400 AND OVER 

COL X 

NUMBER REPORTING ITEM 
MEAN 



NUMBCB WITH EARNINGS 



336,388 


2,685 


1,359 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


295, 146 


2 326 


1 , «oo 


87.7 


86.6 


93.2 


1,724 


10 


4 


m 
.9 


• 4 


.3 


3,318 


44 


15 


1.0 


1.6 


1.1 


4.017 


55 


II 


1.2 


2.0 


.8 


4,242 


57 


10 


. 1.3 


2. 1 


.7 


3,274 


38 


9 


1.0 


1.4 


.7 


6,624 


56 


14 


2.0 


2.1 


1.0 


4,871 


35 


12 


1.4 


1.3 


.9 


3,799 


17 


6 


1.1 


.6 


.4 


1,828 


II 


3 


.5 


.4 


.2 


3,348 


13 


5 


1.0 


.5 


.4 


1,611 


7 


2 


.5 


.3 


.1 


983 


8 


1 


.3 


.3 


.1 


563 


2 




. 1 


. 1 


.0 


1,100 


6 


1 


.3 


.2 


.1 


336,388 


2,685 


1,359 


16.1 


14.4 


6.9 


41,248 


359 


98 


181.4 


107.7 


101*5 



204,671 
100.0 
172,363 
84.2 
1,172 
.6 
2,327 
1.1 
2,906 
1.4 
3,252 
1.6 
2,549 
1.2 
5,210 
2.5 
3,943 
1.9 
3, 153 
1.5 
1,522 
.7 
2,811 
1.4 
1,356 
.7 
796 
.4 
421 
.2 
890 
.4 

204,671 
21.4 

32,308 
189.4 



127,673 
100.0 
119,191 
93.4 
538 
.4 
932 
.7 
1,045 
.8 
923 
.7 
678 
*5 

* 1,344 
1.1 
881 

.7 
623 

.5 
292 

.2 
519 

• 4 
246 

.2 
178 

.1 

80 

.1 
203 

.2 

127,673 
7.8 

8 •482 

117.4 
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SERIES L001 CHMACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNINQ AND OTHER DISABILITIES WOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FY 1083 
TABLE 8 VECKLY EARNIN8S AT CLO BY DISABILITY AND OUTGONE 



DISABILITY 



LEARNINQ DISABLED |N0T LEARNINQ DISABLEoj 







OUTGONE 


1 


OUTGONE 








REHABIL- !N0T 


REHA- 1 


REHABIL- INOT 


REHA- 1 


wfccKLT clUINIPMs Ai VLU 


It D T A L 


ITATEO IBILITATED | 


ITATEO IBILITATED 1 


T U T A L 




2,590 




204,927 




CQL lb 




100.0 


•0 


100.O 


.0 


NO cIIICPIIVm9 




55 




25,975 




COL % 


13.0 


2.5 


.0 


13.2 


.0 


LESS THAN $20 


5,9eo 


19 




5,941 




COL X 


2.9 


.7 


.0 


2.9 


.0 


$30-$39 


7,270 


35 




7,234 


.0 


COL X 


3.5 


1.3 


.0 


3.5 


$40-$59 


7,715 


77 




7,539 


.O 


COL X 


3.7 


2.9 


.0 


3.7 


$M-$79 


9,755 


147 




9,519 




COL X 


4.7 


5.5 


.0 


4.7 


.0 


$80-$99 


7,035 


114 




5,922 




COL X 


3.4 


4.2 


.0 


3.4 


.0 


$100-$ 124 


17,755 


322 




17,434 




COL X 


5.5 


12.0 


.0 


5.5 


.0 


$125-$ 140 


34,414 


783 




33.531 


.O 


COL X 


15.5 


29.1 


.0 


15.4 


$1SO-$174 


25,575 


457 




25,419 


.O 


COL X 


12.5 


17.0 


.0 


12.4 


$175-$ 199 


12,709 


173 




12,535 




COL X 


5.1 


5.4 


.0 


5.1 


.0 


$200-$249 


25,113 


303 




24,510 




COL X 


12.1 


11.3 


.0 


12.1 


.0 


$250-$299 


10,970 


105 




10.555 




COL X 


5.3 


3.9 


.0 


5.3 


.0 


$300-$349 


5,592 


42 




5,850 




COL X 


3.3 


1.5 


.O 


3.3 


.0 


$3B0-$399 


3,310 


20 




3.290 




COL X 


1.5 


.7 


.0 


1.5 


.0 


$400 AND OVER 


5,755 


24 




5,752 




COL X 


2.5 


.9 


.0 


2.5 


.0 
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SERIES LD01 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNING AND OTHER OISABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FY 1903 
TAfeLE 8-A- OCCUPATION SUMMARY BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 







DISABILITY 1 






LEARNING OISABLEO {NOT LEARNING DISABLEoj 






OUTCOME ; OUTCOME 


OCCUPATION SUMMARY 


{TOTAL 


REHABIL- jNOT REHA- jREHABIL- {NOT REHA- 
ITATED IbILITATEO | I TAT ED joiLITATED , 



TOTAL 

COL % 
PROFESSIONAL 

COL % 
CLERICAL AND SALES 

COL % 
SERVICES 

COL % 
FARMING ft RELATED 

COL % 
PROCESSING 

COL % 
MACHINE TRADES 

COL % 
BENCHtfORK 

COL % 
STRUCTURAL 

COL % 
MISCELLANEOUS 

COL % 

SPECIAL VR OCCUPATIONS 
COL % 



207 « 733 
100.0 
25,839 
12.4 
34,447 
16.6 
46.150 
22.2 
6,671 
3.2 
4,904 
. 2.4 
10,907 
5.3 
11,083 
5.3 
16,085 
7.7 
13,632 
6.6 
38,015 
18.3 



2,688 




205,045 




100.0 


.0 


100.0 


.0 


111 




25,728 




4.1 


.0 


12.5 


.0 


317 




34,130 




11.8 


.0 


16.6 


.0 


950 




45,200 




35.3 


.0 


22.0 


.0 


141 




6,530 




5.2 


.0 


3.2 


.0 


97 




4,807 


3.6 


.0 


2.3 


.0 


185 




10,722 


6.9 


.0 


5.2 


.0 


175 




10,908 


6.5 


.0 


5.3 


.0 


329 




15,756 


12.2 


.0 


7.7 


.0 


269 




13,363 


10.0 


.0 


6.5 


.0 


114 




37,901 




4.2 


.0 


18.5 


.0 
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U)Oa REHABILITATION RATES FOR PERSONS WITH A LEARNING DISABILITY WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FV 1B83 
TABLE 9 TINE IN VR REP TO CLO BY OUTCONE 



TINE IN VR REP TO CLO 



{TOTAL 



OUTCONE 

LD REHA- ILO lf9T 
BILITATEO IREHA- 

IBILITATEO 



TOTAL 
ROW % 

2 NONTHS 
ROW % 

3 NONTHS 
ROW % 

4 NONTHS 
ROW % 

B NONTHS 

ROW % 
• HONfHS 

ROW % 
7-9 NONTHS 

ROW % 
10-12 NONTHS 

ROW % 
13-18 NONTHS 

ROW % 
1R-24 NONTIB 

ROW % 
aS-3B NONTHS 

ROW % 
37- 4B NONTIB 

ROW % 
49-60 NONTHS 

ROW % 
B1-B4 NONTHS 

ROW % 
B9 OR NONE NONTHS 
' % 



3*919 


2«V iD 


4 9t%A 
• 


100. 0 


MM. 9 


99.9 


1^ 


3 


10 


100.O 


37. B 


62. B 


31 


19 


12 


100.O 


61.3 


36. 7 


6S 


42 


26 


100.O 


61. B 


96.2 


112 


79 


37 


100.O 


97.6 


33.0 


14S 


93 


BB 


100.O 


62.8 


97.2 


•22 


409 


213 


fOO.O 


6B.8 


34.2 


SB9 


364 


208 


100.O 


69. 2 


34.6 


920 


839 


281 


100.O 


69.B 


30.B 


963 


394 


169 


100.O 


7D.O 


30.0 


BOO 


333 


167 


100.O 


66.6 


33.4 


216 


134 


82 


100.O 


62. 0 


38.C 


70 


49 


21 


100.O 


70.0 


30.0 


B6 


34 


22 


100.O 


60.7 


39.3 


B 


4 


4 


100.O 


BO.O 


BO.O 



SERIES LD02 REHABILITATION RATES POR PERSONS WITH A LEARNINQ DISABILITY WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN PY 1983 
10 RESTORATION BY DISABILITY AND OUTCONE 



TABLE 



■ 

I- 



DISABILITY 



I 

LEARNINQ DISABLEO InOT LEARNINQ DISABLED | 



j OUTCONE ! I 

Irehabil- |not reha- Irehabil- Snot reha- 

{ITATED IBILITATEO {ITATED SbILITATED | 



restoration {total 



TOTAL 

COL % 
NO SERVICE 

COL % 
WITH AGENCY COST 

COL % 
WITHOUT AGENCY COST 

COL % 

WITH PAC;iAL AGENCY COST 
COL % 



338 « 143 
100.0 
227.874 
67.4 
? 1.800 

::.2 

22.968 
6.8 

1S.S01 
4.6 



2.696 
100.0 
2.480 
92. 0 
126 
4.7 
67 
2.B 
23 
.9 



1.361 
100.0 
1.256 
92.3 
70 
5.1 
30 
2.2 
S 
.4 



205.898 
100.0 
125.528 
6I.O 
55.009 
26.7 
14.164 
6.9 
11.197 
5.4 



128.188 
100.0 
98.610 
76.9 
16.595 
12.9 
8.707 
6.8 
4.276 
3.3 
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SE«« L0O1 «U«.CTE«ST,CS Or PERSONS -,TH . LE.RHINa ^ OTHER O.SAB.L.T.ES ««SE C.SES «PE CLOSED ,N rv 1«, 
TABLE 11 TRAININQ BY OISABILITV AND OUTCOME 





I LEARNINO DISABLED |N0T LEARNINQ DISABLEd| 


OUTCOME 1 OUTCOME j 


TRAINlNa It 0 T A L 


rehabil- {not reha- Irehabil- Inot REHA- i 



TOTAL 

COL % 
MO TRAINING RECCIVEO 

COL % 

RECEIVED SOME TYPE TRAINING 
COL % 



338,143 
100.0 
170.481 

80.4 
187.862 

49.8 



2.898 

10O.O 
924 

34. a 

1^772 
88.7 



1.381 
100.0 
880 
47.8 
711 
82.2 



208,898 
100.0 
97.890 
47.8 
108,048 
82.9 



128,188 

100.0 
71,087 

68.4 
67.131 

44.8 



SERIES L001 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS HITH A LEARNINQ AND OTHER DISA6ILITIES HHOSE CASES HERE CLOSED IN FY 1983 
TA6LE 12 ON-THE-JOB TRAINING BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



DISABILITY 







1 LEARNING DISABLED 


|NOT LEARNING DISABLEoj 






OUTCOME 


1 OUTCOME 


ON-THE-JOB TRAINING 


|T 0 T A L 


REHABIL- iNOT REHA- 
ITATEO IBILITATEO 


Irehabil- Inot reha- 



TOTAL 

COL % 
NO SERVICE 

COL % 
MITH AGENCY COST 

COL % 
WITHOUT AGENCY COST 

COL % 

WITH PARTIAL AGENCY COST 
COL % 



338.143 
100.0 
322.881 
99.4 
7,598 
2.2 
8.463 
1.9 
1.601 
.4 



2.896 
100.0 
2,360 
87.2 
170 
8.3 
167 
6.8 
19 
.7 



1,381 
100.0 
1,288 
94.9 
48 
3.4 
21 
1.8 
8 
• 8 



205,698 
100.0 
193.864 
94.2 
6.729 
2.8 
6.128 
2.6 
1,177 
.6 



128,188 

100.0 
126,081 
97.8 
1,653 
1.3 
1,177 
.9 
297 
.2 
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SERIES L0O1 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNING AND dTHER DISABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FY 1983 
YmBLE I2-A VOCATIONAL SCHOOL BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



I DISABILITY I 

! LEARNING DISABLED |N0T LEARNING DISABLEoj 

j OUTCOME i OUTCOME { 

{rEHABIL- jNOT REHA- jREHABIL- JnOT REHA- ! 

VOCATIONAL SCHOOL {TOTAL { ITATED {BILITATED { ITATED {bILITATED { 



TOTAL 


338,143 


2,696 


1.361 


205,898 


128,188 


COL % 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


NO SERVICE 


297,320 


2,166 


1,161 


180,085 


113,908 


COL % 


87.9 


80.3 


85.3 


87.5 


88.9 


WITH AGENCY COST 


26,702 


253 


72 


17,071 


9,306 


COL % 


7.9 


9.4 


5.3 


8.3 


7.3 


WITHOUT AGENCY COST 


6,010 


55 


20 


3,816 


2.119 


COL % 


1.8 


2.0 


1.5 


1.9 


1.7 


WITH PARTICAL AGENCY COST 


8, 111 


222 


108 


4,926 


2,855 


COL % 


2.4 


8.2 


7.9 


2.4 


2.2 
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SERIES UM>t CmiUCTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNINQ AND OTHER DISABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FY 1083 
TABL^ 12-B PERSONAL ft VOC ADJUSTNENT BY DISABILITY AND OUTGONE 



PERSONAL ft VOC AOtlUSTNENT 



O T A L 



I DISABILITY I 

! LEARNINQ DISABLED {NOT LEARNINQ DISABLED; 

"i 

I 



OUTCOME 



OUTCOME 



SREHABIL- 
llTATED 



NOT REHA- iREHABIL- {NOT REHA 

n i 



;bilitated {itateo 



BILITATED 



TOTAL 

COL X 
NO SERVICE 

COL X 
WITH AGENCY COST 

COL % 
WITHOUT AGENCY COST 

COL % 

WITH PARTIAL AGENCY COST 
COL X 



330,143 


2.696 


1.361 


209.898 


128.188 


10O.O 


100.O 


100.O 


100.0 


100.0 


267 •250 


1.980 


1.040 


161.315 


102,923 


79. 0 


73.4 


76.4 


78.3 


80.3 


42,566 


367 


157 


26,511 


15.511 


12.6 


14.4 


11.5 


12.9 


12.1 


20,623 


249 


121 


13.412 


6,845 


6.1 


9.1 


8.9 


6.5 


5.3 


7.696 


84 


43 


4.660 


2.909 


2.3 


3.1 


3.2 


2.3 


2.3 
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SERIES LDOl CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS WITH A LEARNINQ ANO OTHER DISABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSEO IN FY 1983 
TABLE 13 COLLCQE OR tINIVERSITY BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 





1 


DISABILITY 1 






LEARNINQ DISABLED |N0T LEARNINQ OISABLEoj 






OUTCOME i OUTCOME 


COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY 


{TOTAL 


REHABIL- INOT REHA- IrEHABIL- INOT REHA- 
ITATED IbILITATED |iTATED {bILITATED 



TOTAL 

COL X 
NO SERVICE 

COL % 
WITH AQCNCY COST 

COL % 
WITHOUT AQENCY COST 

COL % 

WITH PARTIAL AQCNCY COST 
cot X 



338,143 


2,696 


1,361 


209.898 


128, 188 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


302,890 


2,913 


1,274 


182.249 


116,884 


89.6 


93.2 


93.6 


88.9 


91.2 


22.248 


47 


17 


19.411 


6.773 


e.6 


1.7 


1.2 


7.8 


9.3 


2,947 


24 


10 


1,703 


1.210 


.9 


.9 


• 7 


.8 


.9 


10.0U 


112 


60 


6.939 


3.391 


3.0 


4.2 


4.4 


3.2 


2.6 



SERIES LD02 REHABILITATION MTKS FOR PERSONS WITH A LKARNINQ DISABILITY WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FY 1983 
TABLE 14 SEVERELY DISABLED CASES BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



DISABILITY 



I LEARNING DISABLED {NOT LEARNINQ DISABLED; 



I OUTCOME ; OUTCOME ] 

IrEHABIL- {not REHA- !rEHABIL- |N0T REHA- ! 

SEVERELY DISABLED CASES {TOTAL {iTATED |bILITATED jiTATED {BILITATED I 



TOTAL 336.459 

COL % 100.0 

SEVERELY DISABLED 205.883 

COL % 61.2 

NON-SEVERELY DISABLED 130.576 

COL % 38.8 



2.693 


1.360 


204.879 


127.627 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


1.065 


632 


^20.881 


83.305 


39.5 


46.5 


59.0 


65.3 


3.628 


728 


83.998 


44.222 


60.9 


53.5 


41.0 


34.7 
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SERIES LD04 MEANS FOR PERSONS VITH A LEARNING OR OTHER OISABILITIES WH OSE CASES HERE CLOSEO IN FY 1983 
TABLE 15 NCAN CASE SERVICE COST-II BY LO/OUTCONE USING CASES VITHOUT COST INCL 



NEAN CASE SERVICE COST-II 



{TOTAL 



LD REHAB 



ILD NOT 
I REHAB 



lo/outcome 
|non-lo 

I REHAB 



|N0N-LD 
{NOT REHAB 



TOTAL 
MEAN 

NUMBER REPORTING ITEM 
MEAN 



278,377 
1,268.8 
278,377 
1,288.8 



2,380 
878.8 
2,380 
878.8 



1,197 
872.3 
^,197 
872.3 



187,388 
1,484.9 
187.388 
1,484.9 



107,438 
948.0 

107,438 
948.0 
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timit LOOI €HAIIACTIIIISTICS 
TAILI 



OF pehsons Him a learnihq and othcr oisabilities whose cases vere closed in rv losa 

16*3AQEMfV^ <BV DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



DISABILITY 



AQENCY 

"^coTx* 

TEXAS QENEBAL 

COL X 
LOUSIANA BLIND 
TEXAS BLIND 

COL X 
IOWA QENEBAL 

COL X 
KANSAS 

COL X 
MISSOURI QENEBAL 

COL X 
NEBRASKA QENERAL 

COL X 
IOWA BLIND 
NEBRASKA BLIND 
COLORADO 

COL X 
MONTANA 

COL X 
NORTH DAKOTA 

COL X 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

COL X 
UTAH QENERAL 

COL X 
VYOMINQ 

COL X 
UTAH BLIND 
ARIZONA 

COL X 
CALirORNU 

COL X 



|T O T 



NEVADA 

COL X 
TRUST TERR 

COL X 
NORTHERN MARIANAS 
IDAHO QENERAL 

COL X 
OREQON QENERAL 

COL X 





i LEARNINQ DISABLED {NOT LEARNINQ DISABLED | 




OUTCOME 1 


OUTCOME 




r A L 


REHABIL- 


MDT QCHA- 1 




NOT 


REHA- 


ITATED 1 


BILITATCD 1 


I T ateh ' 


BILITATED 


B.BOS 


30 


12 


8 QflA 




2.871 


2.B 


1.1 


o 

. w 


9 Q 




2.2 


20.437 


297 




. * * V 




8.277 


B.O 


11.0 








4 B 


11B 










34 


2.360 






I .OffV 




487 


-7 


•0 




a 
. w 






4.038 


30 








1.898 


1.2 


1. 1 


2.2 






1.8 


1.03S 


7 


3 


1. 104 




724 


.8 


.3 


,2 


• 8 




•8 


7.969 


8 


3 


8. 177 




2.783 


2.4 


.2 


.2 


2.8 




2.2 


1.898 


23 


7 

w 


1 9llf 




864 


.8 


.B 


.8 


m 

m V 




•8 


119 






■ ■ 




28 


108 










38 


a .887 


26 


16 






1.806 


1.1 


1.0 


1.2 


1.0 




1.2 


1.287 






738 




819 


.4 


.0 


.0 


.4 




.4 


1.102 


IB 


14 


828 




848 


.3 


.6 


1.0 


.3 




.4 


1.082 


6 




608 




408 


.3 


.2 


.0 


.3 




.3 


3.382 


42 


13 


2.818 




779 


1.0 


1.6 


1.0 


1.2 




.6 


1.113 


6 


7 


660 




440 


.3 


.8 


.8 


.3 




.3 


41 






31 




10 


2.919 


47 


19 


1.487 




i.366 


.9 


1.7 


1.4 


.7 




1.1 


20.448 


768 


487 


11.842 




7.378 


6.0 


28.8 


33.6 


8.8 




8.8 


84 






69 




18 


1.408 


12 


3 


1.016 




374 


.4 


.4 


.8 


.8 




.3 


149 






134 




18 


.0 


.0 


.0 


.1 




.0 


40 






88 




12 


1.708 


28 


11 


938 




738 


.8 


.9 


.8 


.8 




.6 


3.837 






1.824 




2.013 


1.0 


.0 


.0 


.7 




1.6 
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SERIES LOOl CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS VITH A LEARNING AND OT £R OKSABILITIES WHOSE CASES WERE CLOSED IN FY 1983 

TABLE 16r4 AGENCY BY DISABILITY AND OUTCOME 



AGENCY 



DISABILITY 

LEARNING DISABLED |N0T LEARNING DISABLED| 

OUTCOME { OUTCOME | 

|rEHABIL- {not REHA- jREHABIL- {NOT REHA- | 
{TOTAL {ITATED {BILITATED jiTATED {bILITATED | 



WASHINGTON GENERAL 4,478 7 11 2«212 2«248 

COL % 1.3 .3 .8 1.1 1.8 

OREGON BLIND 95 65 30 

WASHINGTON BLIND 270 112 158 

COL % .1 .0 .0 .1 .1 
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P9/86 
03 

1-A: 



TIME 08:03:02 

CASELOAO OISTRIBUTION OF 



RSA CASELOAO 
ACTIVE CASES (STA 
4 QUARTER. 



atTTse 



XPENDITURE SYSTEM 
ES 10-30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



S- TOTAL 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



I 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCEr4T CHANGE FROM A 

)NNECTICUT (G) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

aNE (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

^SSACHUSETTS (G) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

iW HAMPSHIRE (G) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 



400E ISLAND (G) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 



[RMONT (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

)NNECTICUT (B) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 



^SSACHUSETTS (B) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 



400 E ISLANO (B) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 







ALL ACTIVE 


CASES IN 


PERIOD 


ALL 


ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 






TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 






CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


BILITATED 








OF FY 






(26) 


(28) 


(30) 






931 ,779 


578.684 


353 .095 


354 . 579 


227 .652 


96. 352 


30.575 






100.0 


62. 1 


37.9 


100.0 


64.2 


27.2 


8.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


-0.5 


-1.6 


1.4 


-0.8 


0.8 


-3. 1 


-5.0 






48.204 


30.038 


18. 166 


17 . 888 


10.975 


3. 786 


3. 127 






100.0 


62.3 


37.7 


100.0 


61.4 


21.2 


17.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


0.5 


0.0 


1.5 


-0. 1 


0.5 


-1.9 


-0. 1 






9.261 


5.586 


3.675 


3 .926 


2.266 


939 


721 






100.0 


60.3 


39.7 


100.0 


57.7 


23.9 


18.4 


YEAR 


AGO 


-2 . 2 


2 . 2 


-8. 1 


1 .2 


-1-0 


5.7 


2.4 






4.321 


2.343 


1 .978 


1 .635 


1 .033 


394 


208 






100.0 


54.2 


45.8 


100.0 


63.2 


24. 1 


12.7 


YEAR 


AGO 


11.8 


1 . 3 


27.5 


7.4 


4.0 


11 .0 


18.9 






22.248 


14.069 


8. 179 


7.916 


4.725 


1 . 505 


1 .686 






100.0 


63.2 


36.8 


100.0 


59.7 


19.0 


21.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


-0.5 


1 . 1 


-3.0 


-4.5 


-2. 1 


-8.7 


-6.9 






3.930 


2.444 


1 .486 


1 .525 


1 .002 


288 


235 






100-0 


62.2 


37.8 


100.0 


65.7 


18.9 


15.4 


YEAR 


AGO 


0.6 


-5.0 


11.6 


4.4 


0.9 


1 . 1 


28.4 






3.968 


2.797 


1. 171 


1.307 


909 


256 


142 






100.0 


70.5 


29.5 


100.0 


69.5 


19.6 


10.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


-1.2 


-1.7 


0.0 


7.2 


2.8 


11.8 


34.0 






2.487 


1.478 


1 .009 


952 


557 


294 


101 






100.0 


59.4 


40.6 


100.0 


58.5 


30.9 


10.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


6.7 


3. 1 


12.4 


11.6 


16.0 


4.3 


11.0 






475 


326 


149 


153 


117 


24 


12 






100.0 


68.6 


31.4 


100.0 


76.5 


15.7 


7.8 


YEAR 


AGO 


1 . 1 


3.2 


-3.2 


6.3 


0.9 


84.6 


-20.0 






1.023 


673 


350 


289 


231 


48 


10 






100.0 


65.8 


34.2 


100.0 


79.9 


16.6 


3.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


-0.9 


-16.5 


54.9 


-19.5 


10.5 


-61.9 


-58.3 






332 


235 


97 


109 


80 


21 


8 






100.0 


70.8 


29.2 


100.0 


73.4 


19.3 


7.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


-4.0 


-7.5 


5.4 


-1.8 


-1.2 


23.5 


-38.5 



ERIC 



Id . < 



786 
03 

1-B: 



TIME 08:03:02 

CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION 



RSA CASELOAD 
OF ACTIVE CASES (STAT 



ATUSI 



EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 
SES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



iRMONT (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

Z 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

:V JERSEY (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

EW YORK (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

JERTO RICO (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

[RGIN ISLANDS (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

EW JERSEY (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

EW YORK (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ELAWARE (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

[STRICT OF CO (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



DRYLAND (G) 







4 QUARTER 


. FISCAL YEAR 


1985 










ALL ACTIVE 


CASES IN 


PERIOD 


ALL 


ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 




TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 




CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


BILITATED 






OF FY 






(26) 


(28) 


(30) 




159 


87 


72 


76 


55 


17 


4 




100.0 


54 . 7 


45. 3 


100.0 


72.4 


22.4 


5.3 


YEAR AGO 


1.3 


-20.2 


50.0 


8.6 


22.2 


-5.6 


-42.9 




89.944 


60.687 


29.257 


30.249 


19.075 


6.679 


4.495 




100.0 


67.5 


32. 5 


100.0 


63. 1 


22. 1 


14.9 


YEAR AGO 


-0.9 


0.9 


-4.3 


0.0 


-0. 1 


2.7 


-3.3 




19.024 


11 .459 


7.565 


8.388 


4.961 


2.060 


1 .367 




100.0 


60.2 


39.8 


100.0 


59. 1 


24.6 


16.3 


YEAR AGO 


-5.2 


-1.3 


-10.7 


-2.7 


-4.3 


6. 1 


-8.3 




45 . 302 


30. 137 


15. 165 


15.568 


9.265 


3.776 


2.527 




100.0 


66.5 


33.5 


100.0 


59.5 


24.3 


16.2 


yea;^ ago 


0.0 


0.9 


-1.9 


1. 1 


0.6 


2.5 


0-9 




20. 106 


15.271 


4.835 


4.479 


3.648 


555 


276 




100.0 


76.0 


24.0 


100.0 


81.4 


12.4 


6.2 


YEAR AGO 


1 .6 


1.5 


2. 1 


-0.8 


1 .8 


-8-4 


-16. 1 




240 


200 


40 


31 


22 


5 


4 




100.0 


83.3 


16.7 


100.0 


71 .0 


16. 1 


12.9 


YEAR AGO 


-5.5 


3.6 


-34.4 


-42.6 


-45.0 


-61.5 


300-0 




1 .915 


1 .310 


605 


814 


540 


1 14 


160 




100.0 


68.4 


31.6 


100.0 


66.3 


14.0 


19.7 


YEAR AGO 


-5.1 


0.0 


-14.5 


15.0 


33.3 


10.7 


-20.0 




3.357 


2.310 


1.047 


969 


639 


169 


161 




100.0 


68.8 


31.2 


100.0 


65.9 


17.4 


16.6 


YEAR AGO 


2.5 


7.6 


-7.3 


0.9 


-6.6 


9.0 


33. 1 




107,883 


67 . 356 


40.527 


41.625 


25.561 


11.184 


4.880 




100.0 


62.4 


37.6 


100.0 


61.4 


26.9 


11.7 


YEAR AGO 


-3.9 


-6.7 


1.3 


-7.3 


-1.9 


-13.4 


-17-8 




1,889 


1 .280 


609 


1 . 128 


810 


251 


67 




100.0 


67.8 


32.2 


100.0 


71.8 


22.3 


5.9 


YEAR AGO 


-22.8 


-12.6 


-37.9 


-3.3 


5.1 


-22.0 


-8-2 




4.218 


2.543 


1 .675 


1.851 


1 .236 


334 


281 




100.0 


60.3 


39.7 


100.0 


66.8 


18.0 


15.2 


YEAR AGO 


-25.5 


-28.6 


-20.0 


-39.3 


-9.0 


-54.4 


-70.7 




14.417 


9.253 


5. 164 


5.612 


3.729 


1.351 


532 



130 



131 



ERIC 



09/86 

10. 03 

1-C: 



TIME 08:03:02 RSa CASELOAD aI^^XPENOITURE SYSTEM 

CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) ANO PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



iNNSYLVANIA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

RGINIA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

:ST VIRGINIA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

L AWARE (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NNSYLVANIA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

RGINIA (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



ABAMA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ORIDA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ORGIA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NTUCKY (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 







TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 






CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


BILITATED 








OF FY 






(26) 


(28) 


(30) 






100.0 


64.2 


35.8 


100.0 


66.4 


24. 1 


9.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


-4.0 


1.2 


-12. 1 


-2.7 


6.3 


-12.2 


-26.6 






53. 195 


32.516 


20.679 


20.230 


1 1 . 430 


6.048 


2.752 






100.0 


61. 1 


38.9 


100.0 


56.5 


29.9 


13.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


-1.1 


-5. 1 


5.9 


-4.8 


0.7 


-13.6 


-5.4 






15.623 


9.444 


6. 179 


6.297 


3.907 


1.892 




498 






100.0 


60.4 


39.6 


100.0 


62.0 


30.0 


7.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


-6.0 


-14.7 


11.1 


-12.3 


-12.8 


-9.5 


-18.4 






13. 835 


9.003 


4.832 


5. 170 


3.544 


1.033 




593 






100.0 


65. 1 


34.9 


100.0 


68.5 


20.0 


11.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


-1.1 


-1.2 


-0.9 


1.7 


-4.0 


19.8 


11 


.3 






103 


66 


37 


39 


28 


11 




0 






100.0 


64. 1 


35.9 


100.0 


71.8 


28.2 


0.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.0 


24.5 


-24.5 


8.3 


7.7 


10.0 




♦ 






3 .046 


2 . 192 


854 


824 


539 


134 




151 






100.0 


72.0 


28.0 


100.0 


65.4 


16.3 


18.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


2.1 


-7.0 


36.2 


4.0 


3.3 


-9.5 


23.8 






1.557 


1 .059 


498 


474 


338 


130 




6 






100.0 


68.0 


32.0 


100.0 


71.3 


27.4 


1 


;.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


-3.6 


-9.6 


12.2 


-14.7 


-0.9 


-37.2 


-25.0 






202.026 


124. 161 


77.865 


8 1 . 402 


54,365 


22.976 


4. 


pel 






100.0 


61.5 


38.5 


100.0 


66.8 


28.2 


5 


.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


-2.2 


-2.5 


-1.8 


-1.3 


-0.4 


-2.9 


-4 


.4 






24.283 


15.041 


9.242 


9.411 


6.227 


2.048 


1 . 


136 






100.0 


61.9 


38. 1 


100.0 


66.2 


21.8 


12. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


-1.0 


-1.7 


0. 1 


-0.9 


3.3 


-9.5 


-5.8 






26 . 408 


16.818 


9.590 


10.932 


6.947 


3.344 




641 






100.0 


63.7 


36.3 


100.0 


63.5 


30.6 


5 


.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


-7.9 


-3. 1 


-15.3 


-7.8 


-10.9 


-1.9 


-1 


.8 






27.923 


17.403 


10.520 


10. 133 


7;881 


2. 158 




; 94 






100.0 


62.3 


37.7 


100.0 


77.8 


21.3 


0 


.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.8 


3.6 


4.0 


6.7 


8.3 


0.8 


1 1..9 






16.562 


10.709 


5.853 


5.708 


3.666 


1.441 




601 






100.0 


64.7 


35.3 


100.0 


64.2 


25.2 


io:.5 



CA 
HA 
EN 



EKLC 



9/86 
03 



TIME 08:03:02 

CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF 



RSA CASELOAD 
ACTIVE CASES ( STa1 



Fexpenditure system 

ijses 10 - 30) and percent change from a year ago 



e 1-D: 








4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 


1985 














ALL ACTIVE 


CASES IN 


PERIOD 


ALL 


ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 








TOTAL 


riM UA Kin 

UN MANU 


New IMId 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 








CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 




RII iTATFn 


RII iTATFn 










OF FY 










\ WW / 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-0.3 






-3.2 


1.8 


-13.7 


-4. 1 


ISSISSIPPI (G) 






14.261 


8.088 


6.173 


6.937 


•t . O 


O 1 0A 


1 R 1 


KCRUCNI Ul 9 1 RltSUI lUN 








do . / 


•1*5 . o 


100 o 


66.8 


30.6 


2.6 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-2.2 


-o . o 




6.8 


8.5 


6. 1 


-19.6 


ORTH CAROLINA (G) 






36. 161 


20.748 


15.413 


15.933 


10 906 


4 547 


480 










€5*7 A 
O / . *» 


•1^ • O 


ion o 


68.4 


28.5 


3.0 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


0. 1 






3.6 


1.8 


8.5 


1. 1 


OUTH CAROLINA (G) 






30.452 


18.723 


11.729 


12.621 


7 .625 


4 . 99 1 


5 








ion o 


R 1 ti 
O 1 . 9 




100.0 


60.4 


39.5 


0.0 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-6.8 






-9.5 


-11.3 


-6.6 


-16.7 


ENNESSEE (G) 






16.293 


10.349 


5.944 


6.455 


3 .956 


1 . 798 


701 


DPDPPMT n I^TQf RIITinM 






100 o 






100 o 


61.3 


27.9 


10.9 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-2.9 


•J . O 


- 1 n 

1 « o 


0.5 


3.6 


-0.8 


-11.8 


LORIDA (B) 






2.740 


1 .784 


956 


859 


684 


13 


162 


PFDCFMT nf 9TPf RIITinU 






100 o 


09 . 1 




100 o 


79.6 


1.5 


18.9 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


8.2 


6.4 


11.6 


14.7 


13.4 


-90.3 


1250-0 


ENTUCKY (B) 






716 


426 


290 


308 


248 


53 


7 


PFQrFMT □ISTRIBUTIQN 






1OO.0 




^O 


100.0 


80.5 


17.2 


2.3 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-2. 1 


-13.6 


21.8 


i]o 


6.4 


-17.2 


-12.5 


IISSISSIPPI (B) 






2.044 


1.276 


768 


725 


575. 


138 


12 


PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


62.4 


37.6 


100.0 


79.3 


19.0 


1.7 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.7 


8.6 


-7.9 


-1. 1 


-2.5 


7.8 


-20.0 


ORTH CAROLINA (B) 






3.498 


2.381 


1. 117 


1.090 


791 


258 


41 


PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


68. 1 


31.9 


100.0 


72.6 


23.7 


3.8 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-8.2 


-10.4 


-3.0 


-23.7 


-6.9 


-41.2 


-70.5 


OUTH CAROLINA (B) 






685 


415 


270 


290 


227 


63 


0 


PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


60.6 


39.4 


100.0 


78.3 


21.7 


0.0 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-1.3 


-3.9 


3. 1 


3.9 


4. 1 


6.8 


« 


5 






165.802 


102.772 


63.030 


61 .658 


39,123 


15.848 


6.687 


PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


62.0 


38.0 


100.0 


63.5 


25.7 


10.8 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.7 


0.5 


3.8 


1.9 


4.0 


-1.5 


-1.4 


LLINDIS (G) 






28.849 


18.902 


9.947 


9.964 


6.281 


2.510 


1 . 173 


PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


65.5 


34.5 


100.0 


63.0 


25.2 


11.8 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-0.7 


0.3 


-2.6 


-1.9 


-2.8 


-3.3 


6.5 



134 



135 



ERIC 
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ERIC 



b9/86 TIME 08:03:02 RSA CASELOAD /I^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

03 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

1-F5 4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



TOTAL REHABIL- NOT REHA- NOT REHA- 

CLOSED ITATED BILITATED BILITATED 

(26) (28) (30) 



OKLAHOMA (G) 25.234 18.179 7.055 7.219 4.623 2.111 485 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 72.0 28.0 100.0 64.0 29.2 6.7 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4.6 -9.2 10.0 -12.6 -10.1 -16.5 -18.5 



TEXAS (G) 49.205 26.442 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 53.7 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.2 1.1 

ARKANSAS (B) 539 303 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.2 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO * * 

LOUISIANA (B) 1.008 712 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 70.6 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.8 6.1 

TEXAS (8) 5.914 3.066 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.8 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.1 7.3 

I 7 45.651 27.784 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.9 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.9 -2.3 

IOWA (G) 11.827 7.403 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 62.6 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.2 -7.3 

KANSAS (G) 4.810 2.763 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 57.4 

PERCENT CHANGE FRCM A YEAR AGO -3.7 -7.7 

MISSOURI (G) 20.727 12.429 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.0 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.6 0.3 

NEBRASKA (G) 6.571 4.007 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61.0 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7.4 3.4 

IOWA (B) 576 437 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 75.9 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.9 -4.2 

MISSOURI (B) 838 545 



138 



22.763 


23.004 


15.312 


7.277 


415 


46.3 


100.0 


66.6 


31.6 


1 .8 


3.5 


6.0 


4 . 1 


11.1 


-7 .6 


236 


208 


165 


39 


4 


43.8 


100.0 


79.3 


18.8 


1 .9 


♦ 










296 


238 


190 


29 


19 


29.4 


100.0 


79.8 


12.2 


8.0 


-1.3 


-8 . 1 


-6 . 4 




- 1 *3 . o 


2.848 


2.633 


2. 196 


327 


110 


48.2 


100.0 


83.4 


12.4 


4.2 


4.8 


5.0 


4.3 


10.8 


2.8 


17.867 


17.878 


1 1 . 906 


4.669 


1 .303 


39. 1 


100.0 


66.6 


26. 1 


7.3 


6.3 


2.6 


7. 1 


-5.3 


-5.7 


4.424 


4. 198 


2.347 


1 .079 


772 


37.4 


100.0 


55.9 


25.7 


18.4 


23.2 


0.6 


8.7 


-11.3 


-3.0 


2.047 


2.031 


1 .401 


486 


144 


42.6 


100.0 


69.0 • 


23.9 


7.1 


2.2 


-9.0 


-6.5 


-11.0 


-23.4 


8.298 


8.723 


6.233 


2.418 


72 


40.0 


100.0 


71.5 


27.7 


0.8 


-1.9 


4.2 


7.9 


-4.3 


-2.7 


2.564 


2.483 


1 .665 


557 


261 


39.0 


100.0 


67. 1 


22.4 


10.5 


14.3 


17.6 


20.6 


18.3 


0.8 


139 


135 


90 


38 


7 


24. 1 


100.0 


66.7 


28. 1 


5.2 


6. 1 


-10.0 


-8.2 


5.6 


-56.3 


293 


204 


109 


55 


40 
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ERIC 



IRT NO. 03 

ible 1-G: 



TIME 08:03:02 RSA CASELOAO /l^kxPENOITURE SYSTEM 

FATUSE 



CASELOAO OISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STAtBsES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 



PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 



NEBRASKA (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



ON 8 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

COLORADO (6) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MONTANA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NORTH DAKOTA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

SOUTH DAKOTA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



UTAH (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

WYOMING (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

UTAH (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

IN 9 , 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

AMERICAN SAMOA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 







ALi. ACTIVc 


CASES IN 


PERIOD 


ALL 


ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 






TOTAL 
CASES 


ON HANO 
START 
OF FY 


NEW THIS 
FY 


TOTAL 
CLOSED 


ITATEO 
(26) 


iMU 1 KcrlA- 
BILtTATED 
(28) 


NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(30) 


YEAR 


AGO 


100.0 
-2.3 


65.0 
-0.9 


35.0 
-4.9 


100.0 
-35.4 


C^*? A 
9«3 . 

-34-7 


-46.6 


19 • 6 
-13.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


302 
100.0 
11.4 


200 
66.2 
5.3 


102 
33.8 
25.9 


104 
100.0 
46.5 


61 

so . / 
60.5 


36 
. o 
20.0 


7 

6.7 
133.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


35.583 
100.0 
3.0 


22.409 
63.0 
1 .8 


13. 174 

37.0 
5.2 


12.733 
100.0 
4.8 


8.352 
6. 1 


3.025 
1.0 


1.356 
10.6 
5.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


9,696 
100.0 
2.5 


6.045 
62.3 
0.9 


3.651 
37.7 
5.3 


3.912 
100.0 
14.5 


2.442 
62 . 4 
11.9 


1 .056 

Z, 1 »\J 

19.6 


414 

10. 6 
17.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.467 
100.0 
1.2 


2.036 
58.7 
-12.2 


1.431 

41.3 

29.2 


1.251 
100.0 
-10. 1 


731 
58. 4 
-8^4 


362 

ZO . 9 

-15.4 


158 
1 z . o 
-4.2 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.557 
100.0 
-0. 1 


2.441 
68.6 
2.9 


1 . 1 16 

31.4 

-6.0 


1. 171 
100.0 
3.8 


628 
53. 6 
6.8 


313 

. / 

-1.9 


230 

19 . D 

4. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


3. 116 
100.0 
-5.5 


2.079 

66.7 

-9.3 


1 .037 
33.3 
3.3 


1. 147 
100.0 
-5.8 


695 
60.6 
-1.4 


271 
23.6 
-5.9 


181 
15.8 
-19.2 


YEAR 


AGO 


12.582 
100.0 
7.8 


7.978 
63.4 
8.2 


4.604 
36.6 
7.0 


3.957 
100.0 
7.1 


2.997 

75.7 

10.0 


645 
16.3 
-7.6 


315 
8.0 
15.4 


YEAR 


AGO 


2.776 
100.0 
-0.4 


1.562 
56.3 
8.7 


1.214 
43.7 
-10.0 


1.210 
100.0 
-1.5 


793 
65.5 
-2.5 


361 
29.8 
-1.9 


56 
4.6 
19. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


389 
10O.O 
14.7 


268 
68.9 
16.5 


121 
31. 1 
11.0 


85 
100.0 
19.7 


66 
77.6 
11.9 


17 
20.0 
70.0 


2 

2.4 
0.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


78 . 505 
100.0 
2.4 


45.417 
57.9 
-0.9 


33.088 
42. 1 

7.3 


31.914 
100.0 
2.4 


20.634 
64.7 
6.8 


10.638 
33.3 
-2.4 


642 
2.0 
-31 .0 






103 
100.0 


46 
44.7 


57 
55.3 


53 


43 
81. 1 


8 

15.1 


2 

3.8 



ERIC 



T NO. 03 

t>le 1-H: 



TIME 08:03:02 RSA CASELOAO /^^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

CASELOAO OISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) ANO PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOO 



ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSEO 









TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 








CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSEO 


ITATEO 


BILITATEO 


BILITATEO 










OF FY 






(26) 


(28) 


(30) 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-50.7 


-24.6 


-61.5 


-47.5 


-50.6 


-11.1 


-60.0 


ARIZUNA lo/ 








A QOT 


2 635 


3 049 


1 . 774 


1 . 145 


130 


PERCENT OlbTRlDUTIUN 






4f\f% O 


1 


"iA CI 




58 . 2 


37 . 6 


4 . 3 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.3 


5.7 


-6.0 


20. 1 


7.6 


53.3 


-9. 1 


CALIFORNIA \saf 








*39 ■ O / O 


27 29 1 


25 .630 


16 . 843 


8 • 543 


244 


DCDPCMT OTCTDTRI ITTOM 








56 . 7 


43 . 3 


100.0 


65.7 


33.3 


1 .0 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.6 


-0.8 


9.9 


2.1 


8.7 


-7.3 


-39.0 


GUAM (G) 






Jo J 


1 CO 


1 QO 
19V 


1 '50 


99 


25 


g 


DCDPCMT O T CTD TBI ITTOM 






inn n 


50. 4 


49. 6 


100.0 


75 .0 


18.9 


6. 1 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


23.9 


33. 1 


15.9 


13.8 


3.1 


56.3 


100.0 


HAWAII IG/ 










1 ■ ov/o 


1 335 


671 


473 


191 


Dcnr^cMT OTCTDTDI ITTOM 






ino o 


68 . 7 


31.3 


100.0 


50. 3 


35.4 


14.3 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-8.9 


-15. 1 


8.3 


-22.0 


-19.6 


-14.0 


-41.4 


NEVAOA (G) 








1 RIO 


1 AiO 


1 m ^ 


1 OOR 


432 


57 


nen^CAlT OTCTOTDI ITTOM 

PERCtNT OibTRlbUTlUN 






ino o 


51.7 


48 . 3 


100 . 0 


67 . 7 


28. 5 


3 . 8 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.3 


8^6 


-5.6 


10.2 


4.7 


23. 1 


29.5 


^i/^nTL-ien^i UadtamaC 

NORTHERN WARIANAb \G f 






7Q 


9 / 




24 


20 


3 




DCDPCMT O T CTD TDI IT TOM 

PERCENT UlbTRIbUTlUN 






ino o 


72 . 2 


27 .8 


100.0 


83 . 3 


12.5 


4. 2 




YEAR 


AGO 


-11.2 


3.6 


-35. 3 


-25.0 


-20.0 


-40.0 


-50.0 


TRUST TERRITORIES (G) 






351 


173 


178 


177 


159 


9 


9 


PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


49.3 


50.7 


100.0 


89.8 


5. 1 


5. 1 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


0.9 


-13.9 


21 . 1 


1. 1 


-1.2 


12.5 


50-0 


N 10 






27.767 


16.616 


11.151 


10.860 


5.757 


3.525 


1.578 


PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


59.8 


40.2 


100.0 


53.0 


32.5 


14.5 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-3. 1 


-3.8 


-1.9 


-9.7 


-11.2 


-12.6 


4.4 


ALASKA (G) 






1 .832 


1 .068 


764 


770 


377 


248 


145 


PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


58.3 


41.7 


100.0 


49.0 


32.2 


18.8 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-12.3 


2.9 


-27.2 


-24.5 


-41.6 


4.6 


5.8 


lOAHO (G) 






5.063 


2.963 


2.100 


1 .867 


1.079 


471 


J17 


PERCENT DISTrtlBUTION 






100.0 


58.5 


41.5 


100.0 


57.8 


25.2 


17.0 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.3 


0.9 


6.8 


-3.8 


-4.7 


-7.1 


5.3 


OREGON (G) 






5.721 


3.290 


2.431 


2.674 


1.532 


1.074 


. 3 


PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 






100.0 


57.5 


42.5 


100.0 


57.3 


40.2 


2.b 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 


YEAR 


AGO 


-15.9 


-16.6 


-14.9 


-23.9 


-20.3 


-28.8 


-16.0 



142 



14' 



ERIC 



c 



/86 

T wrr 03 
\>le l-l: 



TIME 08:03:02 RSA CASELOAD - 

CASEUOAO DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STA 

4 QUARTER. 



aITIse 



:XPENDITURE SYSTEM 

ES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ALL ACTIVE CASES. IN PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



TOTAL REHABIL- NOT REHA- NOT REHA- 

CLOSED ITATEO BILITATEO BILITATED 

(26) (28) (30) 



WASHINGTON (G) 13.926 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 O 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.4 

lOAHO (B) 217 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5-7 

OREGON (B) 326 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7.6 

WASHINGTON (B) 682 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 O 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5. 1 



8.459 
60.7 
-O. 1 

175 
80.6 
19.9 

192 
58.9 
-9.0 

469 
68.8 
-12.3 



5.467 
39.3 
6.5 

42 
19.4 
-50.0 

134 
41 . 1 
45.7 

213 
31.2 
15.8 



5. 145 
100.0 
O. 1 

57 
100.0 
3.6 

139 
100.0 
25.2 

208 
100.0 
-16.5 



2.526 
49. 1 
-0.5 

26 
45.6 
-25.7 

100 
71.9 
16.3 

117 
56.3 
-2.5 



1,618 

31.4 

-3.7 

21 
36.8 
40.0 

35 
25.2 
75.0 

58 
27.9 
-13.4 



1,001 
19.5 
8.8 

10 
17.5 
100.0 



2. 
-20. 



33 
15.9 
-46.8 



lEPORT INCLUDES O INCOMPLETE RECORDS 



i 



ERIC 



03/86 TIME 12:13:18 RSA CASELOAD EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

r NO. 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR 

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1985 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



U. S. TOTAL 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

M 1 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

CDNNFCT^ICUT (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MAINE (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



MASSACHUSETTS (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEW HAMPSHIRE (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

RHODE ISLAND (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

VERMONT (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

CONNECTICUT (B) 

PERCENT .DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MASSACHUSETTS (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



RHODE ISLAND (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 





TOTAL 


DN HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT RcHA- 


MflT DCI_IA 

NUT KcrlA ~ 




CASES 


START 


FY 


CLDSCD 


ITATED 


BILITATCD 


BIL ITATcU 






OF FY 






(26) 


(28) 


(30) 




5B0.B63 


361 .743 


219. 120 


217 . 366 


135 . 229 


62 . 985 


19 . 152 




100.0 


62.3 


37.7 


100.0 


62.2 


29.0 


8.8 


YEAR AGO 


2.7 


2.5 


3. 1 


0.0 


1.9 


-3.5 


-1.9 




36.619 


22.663 


1 3 . 956 


13 . 349 


8 . 247 




1 Oil o 




100.0 


61.9 


38. 1 


100.0 


61.8 


21.4 


16.8 


YEAR AGO 


2.0 


1-1 


3.6 


1.0 


1.7 


-3. 1 


3.7 




4 .949 


2.970 


1 . 979 


2. 100 


1 . 193 








100.0 


60.0 


40.0 


100.0 


56.8 


25.9 


17.3 


YEAR AGO 


-3.0 


0.8 


-8. 1 


-1.5 


-3.5 


2.8 


-0.8 




3 . B42 


2 . 165 


1 . 677 


1 , 508 


963 


ICQ 
does 


lit 




100.0 


56.4 


43.6 


100.0 


63.9 


24.4 


11.7 


YEAR AGO 


9.2 


5.5 


14.5 


11.5 


4.3 


27.3 


25.5 




19 . 323 


12. 1 02 


7 . 22 1 


o . 759 


4 .077 


1 . z /o 


4 Am 




100.0 


62.6 


37.4 


100.0 


60.3 


18.9 


20.8 


YEAR AGO 


2.0 


4. 1 


-1.2 


-1.1 


0.8 


-8.4 


0.9 




2 . 643 


1 . 64 1 


1 . 002 


995 


666 




4 oa 
1 zo 




1\A/. V/ 


. 1 




inn n 


66 . 9 


20. 2 


12.9 


YEAR AGO 


3. 1 


-3.2 


15.3 


7.8 


6.6 


l!5 


28.0 




2.0B2 


1.355 


727 


674 


464 


149 


61 




100.0 


65. 1 


34.9 


100.0 


68.8 


22. 1 


9. 1 


YEAR AGO 


2.7 


-8.6 


33.2 


0. 1 


-3.7 


-4.5 


74.3 




1.791 


1. 109 


682 


686 


401 


212 


73 




100.0 


61.9 


38. 1 


100.0 


58.5 


30.9 


10.6 


YEAR AGO 


3.2 


-2.D 


13. 1 


9.6 


15.9 


0.0 


7.4 




475 


326 


149 


153 


117 


24 


12 




100.0 


68.6 


31.4 


100.0 


76.5 


15.7 


7.8 


YEAR AGO 


1. 1 


3.2 


-3.2 


6.3 


0.9 


84.6 


-20.0 




1.023 


673 


350 


289 


231 


48 


10 




100.0 


65.8 


* 34.2 


100.0 


79.9 


16.6 


3.5 


YEAR AGO 


-0.9 


-16.5 


54.9 


-19.5 


10.5 


-61.9 


-58.3 




332 


235 


97 


109 


80 


21 


8 




100.0 


70.8 


29.2 


100.0 


73.4 


19.3 


7.3 


YEAR AGO 


-4.0 


-7.5 


5.4 


-1.8 


-1.2 


23.5 


-38.5 



146 



147 



ERIC 



r ^.^Ji^l 08:03:59 RSA CASELOAD A^kxPENOITURE SYSTEM 

r fj5 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 3D) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEA 
\le 2-B: 4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1985 



VERMONT (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

I 2 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEW JERSEY (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEW YORK (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

PUERTO RICO (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

VIRGIN ISLANDS (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEW JERSEY (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEW YORK (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

3ELAWARE (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

DISTRICT OF CO (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MARYLAND (G) 







SEVERE 


ACTIVE CASES 


IN PERIOD 


SEVERE 


ACTIVE 


CASES PROCESSED 






TOTAL 
CASES 


ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 


NEW THIS. 
FY 


TOTAL 
CLOSED 


REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 


NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28) 


NOT REHA- 

RTI TTATCn 

(30) 


YEAR 


AGO 


159 
100.0 
1.3 


87 
54.7 
-20.2 


72 
45.3 
50.0 


76 
100.0 
8.6 


55 
72.4 
22.2 


17 
-5.6 


4 

9 . J 
-42.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


52,573 
100.0 
-1.8 


35,093 
66.8 
-2.7 


17,480 
33.2 
0.2 


18,008 
100.0 
-2.8 


11, 131 
61.8 
-0.5 


4,243 
23 . 6 
-2.8 


2.634 

. O 

-11.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


11. 187 
100.0 
-7. 1 


6,615 
59. 1 
-12.2 


4,572 
40.9 
1.5 


4,857 
100.0 
-10.4 


2,747 

56.6 

-9.3 


1 ,305 
26 . 9 
-0.5 


805 

1 o . o 
-25.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


26,991 
100.0 
-1.1 


18,026 
66.8 
-1.4 


8,965 

33.2 

-0.4 


9,284 
100.0 
-0.8 


5,509 
59.3 
2. 1 


2,358 
25 .4 
-5.8 


1.417 

15.3 

-3.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


9,' ' 
100. o 
2.5 


6,751 
74.8 
0.3 


2,273 
25.2 
9.4 


2,098 
100.0 
2. 1 


1,706 
81.3 
2.8 


299 
3.5 


93 

A A 

-12.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


156 
.OO-O 
-12.4 


134 
85.9 
3. 1 


22 
14. 1 
-54.2 


12 
100.0 
-72.7 


9 

75.0 
-74.3 


2 

16 . 7 
-77.8 


1 

* 


YEAR 


AGO 


1 ,858 
100 rt 

-4.0 


1 , 257. 

O / . / 

-0. 1 


601 
32 . 3 
-11.2 


788 
1<X).0 
16.2 


521 
66. 1 
35.7 


110 
14.0 
12.2 


157 
19.9 
-19.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


3,357 
100.0 
2.5 


2,310 
68.8 
7.6 


1 ,047 

31.2 

-7.3 


969 
1<X).0 
0.9 


639 
65.9 
-6.6 


169 
17.4 
9.0 


161 
16.6 
33. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


80,289 
100.0 
-2.2 


50,541 
62.9 
-3.2 


29,748 
37. 1 
-0.4 


31 ,046 
100.0 
-2.8 


18,477 
59.5 
2.8 


8.873 

28.6 

-9.6 


3.696 
11.9 
-10.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


1 .320 
100.0 
-4.6 


730 
55.3 
-9.2 


590 
44.7 
1.7 


648 

100.0 
-0.9 


457 
70.5 
7.3 


153 
24.4 
-16.8 


33 
5. 1 
-13.2 


YEAR 


AGO 


2,348 
100.0 
10.0 


1 ,480 
63.0 
15. 1 


868 
37.0 
2.4 


828 

1<X).0 
-42. 1 


486 
58.7 
-16.5 


198 
23.9 
-53.3 


144 
17.4 
-66. 1 






8,474 


5,455 


3,019 


3,343 


2.241 


835 


267 
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Mn^^^?® n.^-Jl^l 12:13:18 rSA CASELOAD , EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

ND. 04 CA^cLDAD DISTRIBUTION DF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1985 



30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEA' 



MISSISSIPPI (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



NORTH CAROLINA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

SOUTH CAROLINA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



TENNESSEE (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

FLORIDA (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

<ENTUCKY (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MISSISSIPPI (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



40RTH CAROLINA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

>DUTH CAROLINA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

LLINDIS (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 





SEVERE 


ACTIVE CASES 


IN PERIOD 


SEVERE 


ACTIVE 


CASES PROCESSED 




TOTAL 
CASES 


DN HAND 
START 
DF FY 


NEW THIS 

r T 


TOTAL 

nccn 
CLubcU 


REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 


NDT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28) 


NDT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(30) 


YEAR AGO 


-4.0 


-0.7 


-10.3 


-8.4 


-7.0 


-12.6 


-3.4 


YEAR AGO 


9. 137 
100.0 
-10.3 


5.716 
62.6 
-10.3 


3.421 
37.4 
- 10.4 


4.485 
100.0 
0.2 


2.699 
60.2 
1.9 


1 .677 
37. 4 
-0.4 


109 
2 . 4 
-24.3 


YEAR AGO 


23.491 
100.0 
7.4 


13. 152 
56.0 
14.7 


10.339 
44.0 
-0.5 


10.045 
100.0 
15.3 


6.434 
64. 1 
13.7 


3.320 
33 . 1 
18.7 


291 
13.2 


YEAR AGO 


19.227 
100.0 
-6.3 


1 1 ,595 
60.3 
-5.5 


7.632 

39.7 

-7.5 


7.988 
100.0 
-10.6 


4.634 
58.0 
- 10.9 


3.350 
41.9 
- 10.2 


4 

0. 1 
0.0 


YEAR AGO 


8.392 
100.0 
-5.5 


5.518 

65.8 

-5.9 


2.874 

34.2 

-4.6 


3.161 
100.0 
-5.9 


1.743 
55. 1 
-3. 1 


1 .055 
-7.3 


363 

1 1 . 3 
-14.4 


YEAR AGO 


2.313 
100.0 
21.7 


1 .464 

63.3 

10.7 


849 
36.7 
46.6 


708 
100.0 
32. 1 


552 
78.0 
30.5 


11 
1 . 6 
-89.5 


145 
1712.5 


YEAR AGO 


564 
100.0 
5.2 


330 
58.5 
-8. 1 


234 
4 1.5 
32.2 


24 1 
100.0 
6.2 


193 
80. 1 
10.9 


42 
17.4 
-10.6 


6 

2.5 
0.0 


YEAR AGO 


1 . 135 
100.0 
2.3 


721 
63.5 
8.1 


414 
36.5 
-6.5 


380 
100.0 
-2.3 


280 
73.7 
-2.8 


89 
23.4 
-1.1 


1 1 
2.9 
0.0 


YEAR AGO 


2.335 
100.0 
-10.8 


1 .584 
67.8 
-15.9 


751 
32.2 
2.3 


786 
100.0 
-23.9 


562 
71.5 
-2. 1 


197 
25. 1 
-43.9 


27 
3.4 
-75.0 


YEAR AGO 


684 
100.0 
-1.2 


414 
60.5 
-3.7 


270 
39.5 
3. 1 


290 
100.0 
4.3 


227 
78.3 
4.6 


63 
21.7 
6.8 


0 

0.0 
♦ 


YEAR AGO 


109.211 
100.0 
9.2 


68.788 
63.0 
12.4 


40.423 
37.0 
4.3 


38.595 
10U.0 
5.7 


24.242 
62.8 
6.2 


10.040 
26.0 
2.5 


4.313 

11.2 

10.9 


YEAR AGO 


25.953 
100.0 
-0.6 


17. 176 
66.2 
3.4 


8.777 

33.8 

-7.5 


8.772 
100.0 
-1.8 


5.478 

62.4 

-4.2 


2. 197 

25.0 

-1.7 


1 .097 
12.5 
1 1.8 



ERIC 



03/86 TIME 12:13:18 RSA CASELOAO EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

)RT NO. 04 CASELOAO OISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY OISABLEO (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEA 

4 QUARTER FISCAL YEAR 1985 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



INDIANA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MICHIGAN (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MINNESOTA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

OHIO (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

WISCONSIN (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MICHIGAN (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MINNESOTA (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



ION 6 



PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ARKANSAS (G) 

PERCENT -OISTRIBUTION 



LOUISIANA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEW MEXICO (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
Pt'RCENT CHANGE FROM A 







TOTAL 


ON HANO 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 






CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


BILITATED 








OF FY 






(26) 


(28) 


(30) 






8. 146 


4,864 


3,282 


3,210 


2,001 




281 






100.0 


59.7 


40.3 


100.0 


62.3 


28.9 


8.8 


YEAR 


AGO 


13.4 


11.4 


16.5 


27 . 4 


28. 1 


nrz. 4 
25 . 1 


oU. / 






16, 123 


9, 152 


6,971 


6.503 


3.665 


2.029 


809 






100.0 


56.8 


43.2 


100.0 


56.4 


31.2 


12.4 


YEAR 


AGO 


6.5 


2.4 


12.5 


8.7 


10. 2 










12,389 


7,958 


4,431 


4,207 


2,502 


907 


798 






100.0 


64.2 


35.8 


100.0 


59.5 


21 .6 


19.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


0.3 


-1.7 


4 . 2 


-5. 3 


0. 2 


_0 A 

-3 . 4 








19,306 


10,846 


8,460 


8,268 


5,885 


2,042 


341 






100.0 


56.2 


43.8 


100.0 


71.2 


24.7 


4.1 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.6 


2.2 


5 . 5 


6. 1 


10.3 




— l«l . 1 






23,993 


16,641 


7,352 


6,532 


3,908 


1,744 


880 






100.0 


69.4 


30.6 


100.0 


59.8 


26.7 


13.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


38.6 


58.9 


7 . 4 


14.1 


6.7 


22. 0 


ia 1 

OO . 1 






1,517 


1, 106 


411 


357 


253 


80 


24 






100.0 


72.9 


27. 1 


100.0 


70.9 


22.4 


6.7 


YEAR 


AGO 


-3.3 


-0.2 


-10.7 


-22.7 


-9.3 


-38-5 


-54.7 






1,784 


1,045 


739 


746 


550 


113 


83 






100.0 


58.6 


41.4 


100.0 


73.7 


15. 1 


11.1 


YEAR 


AGO 


6.9 


6.2 


7.9 


12.5 


20.9 


-16.3 


13.7 






70,935 


43,320 


27,615 


26.478 


16.852 


8,440 


1. 186 






100.0 


61. 1 


38.9 


100.0 


63.6 


31 .9 


4.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


12.8 


14.2 


10.6 


-1.1 


-3.8 


4.5 


0-2 






7,268 


5,095 


2, 173 


2,300 


1.670 


527 


103 






100.0 


70. 1 


29.9 


100.0 


72.6 


22.9 


4-5 


YEAR 


AGO 


-18.2 


-11.7 


-30.3 


-25.9 


-29.9 


-18.0 


32. 1 






13,954 


9,871 


4,083 


3,866 


1,967 


1,397 


502 






100.0 


70.7 


29.3 


100.0 


50.9 


36. 1 


13.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


94.7 


99.5 


83.9 


-20.8 


-30.9 


-1O.0 


4.4 






1.725 


1,073 


652 


645 


379 


227 


39 






100.0 


62.2 


37.8 


100.0 


58.8 


35.2 


6.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


-4.2 


-19.0 


36.7 


-11.4 


-3.6 


-22-5 


-7. 1 



154 



155 



ERIC 



<^^9/86 TIME 08:03:59 RSA CASELOAO il^PEXPENOITURE SYSTEM 

T NO. 04 CASELOAO OISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY OISABLEO (STATUSES 10 

ble 2-F: ^ quarter, fiscal year i985 



30) ANO PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YE 



OKLAHOMA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

TEXAS (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ARKANSAS (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

LOUISIANA (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

TEXAS (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

i 7 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

IOWA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

KANSAS (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

MISSOURI (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

NEBRASKA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

IOWA (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



MISSOURI (B) 







SEVERE < 


active: cases 


IN PERIOD 


SEVERE 


ACTIVE < 


CASES PROCESSED 






TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


NOT REHA- 






CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


BILITATED 








OF FY 






( 26) 










9 • 300 


6.338 


2 .962 


2.605 


1 ,574 


867 


164 






100.0 


68. 2 


31.8 


100.0 


60.4 


33.3 


6.3 


YEAR 


AGO 


-0.3 


-1.4 


2.3 


-12.8 


- 12.5 


-11.7 


-21.2 






32 • 222 


1 7 . 346 


14 . 876 


14.405 


9.094 


5.055 


256 






100. 0 


53. 8 


46. 2 


100.0 


63. 1 


35. 1 


1.8 


YEAR 


AGO 


7.0 


6. 1 


8.0 


12.8 


10.9 


17.3 








539 


303 


236 


208 


165 


39 


4 






100. 0 


56 . 2 


43. 8 


100.0 


79.3 


18.8 


1.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


* 


*' 


♦ 


♦ 












1 ,008 


712 


296 


238 


190 


29 


19 






100. 0 


70.6 


29.4 


100.0 


79.8 


12.2 


8.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.8 


6. 1 


-1.3 


-8. 1 


-6.4 


-14.7 








4,919 


2. 582 


2. 337 


2.211 


1.813 


299 


99 






100.0 


52. 5 


47.5 


100.0 


82.0 


13.5 


4.5 


YEAR 


AGO 


6.2 


5.6 


6.8 


7.7 


6.6 


13.7 


12.5 






22 , 625 


13 . 507 


9.118 


9. 157 


6. 192 


2.417 


548 






100. 0 


59 . 7 


40. 3 


100.0 


67.6 


26.4 


6.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.7 


-0.5 


10.6 


4.9 


12.2 


-6.2 


-13.7 






4 1 34 




1 . «l90 


1.513 


872 


403 


238 






100.0 


63.8 


36.2 


100.0 


57.6 


26.6 


15.7 


YEAR 


AGO 


-3.7 


-14.4 


23.3 


-8.7 


0.8 


-22.4 


-12.8 






2. 198 


1 .039 


1 . 159 


882 


613 


216 


53 






100.0 


47.3 


52.7 


100.0 


69.5 


24.5 


6.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


20.0 


-9.9 


70.7 


11.2 


17.2 


7.5 


-23.2 






9.507 


5.521 


3.986 


4.373 


3. 107 


1 .240 


26 






100.0 


58. 1 


41.9 


100.0 


71.0 


28.4 


0.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


3. 1 


5.6 


-0.2 


6.2 


13.2 


-7.2 


-27.8 






5.224 


3.226 


1.998 


1 .963 


1 .346 


436 


181 






1OO.0 


61.8 


38.2 


100.0 


68.6 


22.2 


9.2 


YEAR 


AGO 


7. 1 


7.3 


6.9 


19.0 


22.7 


22. 1 


-7.7 






572 


434 


138 


132 


90 


36 


6 






100.0 


75.9 


24. 1 


100.0 


68.2 


27.3 


4,5 


YEAR 


AGO 


-2. 1 


-4.6 


7.0 


-12.0 


-8.2 


0.0 


-62.5 






688 


451 


237 


190 


103 


50 


37 



Ad 



/86 TIME 08-03:59 

04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF 



Le 2-G: 



RSA CASELOAD A^KXPENOITURE SYSTEM 
ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY pf^ABLED (STATUSES 10 
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAi: 
SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

MEBRASKA (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

S 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

COLORADO (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

MONTANA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

MORTH DAKOTA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

SOUTH DAKOTA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

UTAH (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

WYOMING (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

LiTAH (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

AMERICAN SAMOA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



TOTAL 
CASES 



100.0 
-7.3 

302 
100.0 
11.4 

19.071 
100-0 
2.7 

5.779 
100.0 
-1 . 1 

1.925 
100.0 
-3-7 

1.707 
100-0 
-8-2 

1.323 
100.0 
-8. 1 

6.821 
100.0 
18.2 

1. 127 
100.0 
-14.0 

389 
100.0 
14.7 

43.025 
100.0 
-0.3 

60 
100.0 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 

65.6 
-2.2 

200 
66.2 
5.3 

11 .953 
62.7 
4.7 

3.724 
64.4 
-4. 1 

1. 137 

59.1 

23.5 

1. 166 

68.3 

-7.3 

916 
69.2 
-8.4 

4.012 

58.8 

16.9 

730 
64.8 
6.3 

268 
68.9 
16.5 

26.007 
60.4 
-4.2 

27 
45.0 



NEW THIS 
FY 



34.4 
-15.7 

102 
33.8 
25.9 

7. 118 

37.3 

-0.4 

2.055 
35-6 
5.0 

788 
40.9 
-26.9 

541 
31.7 
-10. 1 

407 
30.8 
-7.3 

2.809 
41.2 
20. 1 

397 
35.2 
-36.3 

121 
31. 1 
11.0 

17.018 
39.6 
6.3 

33 
55.0 



TOTAL 
CLOSED 



100.0 
-35.4 

104 
100.0 
46.5 

6.961 
100.0 
3.3 

2.348 
100.0 
10-8 

756 
100.0 
-12.3 

680 
100.0 
-2.0 

452 

100.0 
-14.4 

2. 121 
100.0 
12.5 

519 

100.0 
-10.5 

85 
100.0 
19.7 

16.852 
100.0 
-1.6 

29 
100.0 



REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 

54.2 
-32.7 

61 
58.7 
60.5 

4.520 
64.9 
7.0 

1 .464 

62.4 

10.2 

455 
60.2 
-10.4 

357 
52.5 
5.0 

261 
57.7 
-12.7 

I. 583 
74.6 
18.8 

334 
64.4 
-6.4 

66 
77.6 

II. 9 

10.437 
61.9 
4.5 

25 
86.2 



NOT REHA- NOT REHA- 
BILITATED BILITATED 
(28) (30) 



26.3 
-49.5 

36 
34.6 
20.0 

1.770 

25.4 

-4.4 

654 
27.9 
12.0 

216 
28.6 
-21.5 

206 
30.3 
-6.8 

120 
26.5 
-11.8 

387 
18.2 
-8.1 

170 
32.8 
-17. 1 

17 
20.0 
70.0 

6.085 
36. 1 
-8.9 



10.3 



19.5 
-11.9 



6.7 
133.3 

671 
9.6 
0.9 

230 
9.8 
11.1 

85 
11.2 
7.6 

117 
17.2 
-12.0 

71 
15.7 
-23.7 

151 
7.1 
13.5 

15 
2.9 
-16.7 



2.4 
0.0 

330 
2.0 
-26.8 

1 

3.4 



158 



15£ 



ERIC 



/^S TIME 08:03:59 RSA CASELOAD J^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM \ 

NO. 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES DF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR 
e 2-H: ^ QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1985 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

lRIZDNA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

lALIFDRNIA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

iUAM (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

lAWAII (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

lEVADA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

lORTHERN MARIANAS (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

RUST TERRITORIES (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

10 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

LASKA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

DAHO (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

REGON (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 





TOTAL 
CASES 


ON HAND 
START 
OF FV 


NEW THIS 
FY 


TOTAL 
CLOSED 


REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 


NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28) 


NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(30) 


YEAR AGO 


-42.3 


-3.6 


-56.6 


-37.0 


-43.2 


50.*:: 


* 




4,396 


2,804 


1,592 


1,726 


1,011 


649 


66 


YEAR AGO 


100.0 


63. 8 


36. 2 


100.0 


58.6 


37.6 


3.8 


2.8 


0. 1 


7.9 


17.2 


11.6 


30. 8 


-7.0 




34,557 


20,769 


13,788 


13,448 


8,361 


4,962 


125 






60. 1 


39. 9 


100.0 


62.2 


36.9 


0.9 


YEAR AGO 


-0.3 


-4.5 


6.7 


-3.3 


4.4 


- 1i. 1 


-33.5 




230 


114 


116 


76 


54 


15 


7 






49. 6 


50. 4 


100.0 


71 . 1 


19.7 


9.2 


YEAR AGO 


36. 1 


54. 1 


22. i 


38.2 


20.0 


87.5 


250.0 




1,832 


1,258 


574 


616 


316 


213 


87 




1 UU. vy 


68. 7 


31.3 


100.0 


51 . 3 


34.6 


14. 1 


YEAR AGO 


-10.2 


-17.2 


10.0 


-21.3 


-14.4 


-16.8 


-44.9 




1 ,721 


923 


798 


851 


581 


235 


35 






53. o 


46 . 4 


100.0 


68. 3 


27.6 


4. 1 


YEAR AGO 


2.0 


9.8 


-5.7 


9. 1 


5.4 


17.5 


20.7 




38 


32 


6 


11 


10 


0 


1 




100.0 


84.2 


15.8 


100.0 


90.9 


0.0 


9. 1 


YEAR AGO 


-7.3 


3.2 


-40.0 


22.2 


42.9 


* 


0.0 




191 


80 


111 


95 


79 


8 


8 




100.0 


41.9 


58. 1 


100.0 


83.2 


8.4 


8.4 


YEAR AGO 


25.7 


-14.0 


88. 1 


31.9 


23.4 


33.3 


300. 0 




19,300 


11 ,427 


7,873 


7,352 


3,856 


2,434 


1 .062 




100.0 


59.2 


40.8 


100.0 


52.4 


33. 1 


14.4 


YEAR AGO 


0.3 


-4.0 


7.2 


-6.0 


-9.7 


-9.7 


23.6 




935 


570 


365 


402 


204 


139 


59 




100.0 


61.0 


39.0 


1O0.O 


50.7 


34.6 


14.7 


YEAR AGO 


-19. 1 


-6.4 


-33.3 


-31.4 


-47.0 


-0.7 


-3.3 




3,928 


2,257 


1 ,671 


1 ,452 


845 


371 


236 




100.0 


57.5 


42.5 


100.0 


58.2 


25.6 


16.3 


YEAR AGO 


5.8 


1.4 


12.4 


-0.2 


0.2 


-7.7 


12.4 




3,536 


1 ,990 


1 ,546 


1 ,504 


847 


614 


43 




100.0 


56.3 


43.7 


100.0 


56.3 


40.8 


2.9 


YEAR AGO 


-11.2 


-16.4 


-3.6 


-24.5 


- 18.8 


-31.2 


-25.9 



ERIC 



Le 2 



/86 TIME 08:03:59 

04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE 

I: 



RSA CASELOAD 
CASES OF SEVERELY 
4 QUARTER. 



# 

dTsa 



XPENDITURE SYSTEM < 
ABLED (STATUSES 10 ' 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 

TOTAL REHABIL- NOT REHA- NOT REHA- 

CLOSED ITATED BILITATED 8ILITATED 

(26) (28) (30) 



IDAHO (B) 217 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO '5.7 



175 
80.6 
19.9 



42 
1«^.4 
-50.0 



57 
100.0 
3.6 



26 
45.6 
-25.7 



21 
36.8 
40.0 



WASHINGTON (G) 9.676 5.774 3.902 3.590 1,717 1.196 677 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.7 40.3 1(X).0 47.8 33.3 18.9 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5.8 -0.4 16.5 6.5 -2.2 3.3 47.8 



163 



10 
17.5 
1(X>.0 



3REG0N (B) 326 192 134 139 1D0 35 4 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 58.9 41.1 100.0 71.9 25.2 2.9 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7.6 -9.0 45.7 25.2 16.3 75.0 '20.0 

WASHINGTON (B) 682 469 213 208 117 58 33 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 68.8 31.2 1CX).0 56.3 27.9 15.9 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5.1 -12.3 15.8 -16.5 -2.5 -13.4 -46.8 



EPORT INCLUDES O INCOMPLETE RECORDS 



162 



ERIC 



«» 



•ctm e*Ht MKttito 



A^^^SSL ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

^^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^W^P ^^^^^BB w 














ttlMMfO 


HMO At m 

or ^tioo 


t 

«i • 


M % 


•M Mt 
#«•«•• 
M « 
•« • 


• < 1 

it f 


WW ▼ • WW 

Mi 


•4 f 

— % 


901.491 
09 0 
00 1 


•» 

«*• 

«• • 


n « 

H « 


«t, 

«•««• 
9* • 

n » 


If tM 

«« • 
tl • 


i.N? 
f% 1 


o.tot 

f 9 0 

VI t 


90* 9 U 

99. tn 
too 

TO 0 


• j»« 

• %m 
«t • 

M • 


• 

M f 


M • 
M • 


%• % 
M f 


• MA 

«,««• 

M • 
M • 


1 AAA 

ioi 

04 0 
%• 9 


O. 9J1 
9.041 
09,4 
09.9 


• •!< 

iT 

•« • 


f 

M « 


« <H0 
• 

•a » 


ft • 
« • 


1 WW 

f i t 
W • 


040 

00.0 

on 


ft AM 

r .Ml 

9.994 

00.0 

09.4 




M % 


• , f 

t M« 
W • 
M t 


f 

t.m 

M % 


M i 
Mi 


S« «4I 
9.001 
04.0 
00>0 


14.991 
19.004 
OT.T 
00. 0 


• ••• 


• MM 
«,M« 
•« « 
•1 • 


«,iM 

•t « 

M 9 


M t 
•i t 


t.OM 
M % 


099 
W 
09 0 

09 V 


9.401 
9.041 

M.O 
OT. t 


#,s 

«» « 


# 

m « 

w « 


« <f< 

M « 
• 


•M 
ft • 
%% t 


%l 0 
M % 


900 

910 
09.0 
Of 0 


9. Ml 
t.401 
09 0 
49 4 


t AH 

• 


• 


* m» 
•t • 
tt « 


•W 

ti t 
ti « 


Ml 
40t 
tl 0 

f • 1 


900 
900 

V9 9 


1.099 

t.toi 

19.0 
10.0 


•f* 


MS 
•M 
«» • 
<« • 




«i 


Ml 
Mf 
«00 0 
•OP 0 


90 
90 

900.0 
900 0 


999 
999 
900.0 
900 0 



ERIC 



_ 9/86 
r NO. 06 

le 3-B: 



TIME 08:05:43 



RSA CASELOAD /if^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 
TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10-30) 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



TOTAL 
CLOSED 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 



NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28.30) 



MASSACHUSETTS (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 




1 .023 


673 


350 


289 


231 


58 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




1 .023 


673 


350 


289 


231 


58 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100. 0 


100.0 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGD 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


RHODE ISLAND (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 




332 


235 


97 


109 


80 


29 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




332 


235 


97 


109 


80 


29 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


VERMONT (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 




159 


87 


72 


76 


55 


21 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




159 


87 


72 


76 


55 


21 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


2 TOTAL CASELOAD 




89.944 


60.687 


29.257 


30.249 


19.075 


1 1 . 174 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




52.573 


35 .093 


17.480 


18.008 


11.131 


6.877 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




58.5 


57.8 


59.7 


59. 5 


58.4 


61 .5 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


59.0 


60.0 


57. 1 


61.2 


58.6 


65.8 


NEW JERSEY (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




19.024 


1 1 .459 


7.565 


8.388 


4.961 


3.427 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




1 1 . 187 


6.615 


4,572 


4.857 


2,747 


2. 110 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




58.8 


57.7 


60.4 


57.9 


55.4 


61.6 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


60.0 


64.9 


53.2 


62.9 


58.4 


69.7 


NEW YORK (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




45.302 


30. 137 


15. 165 


15.568 


9.265 


6.303 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




26.991 


18.026 


8.965 


9.284 


5.509 


3.775 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




59.6 


59.8 


59.1 


59.6 


59.5 


59.9 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGD 


60.2 


61.2 


58.2 


60.8 


58.6 


64. 1 


PUERTO RICO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




20. 106 


15.271 


4.835 


4.479 


3.648 


831 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




9.024 


6.751 


2.273 


2,098 


1 .706 


392 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




44.9 


44.2 


47.0 


46.8 


46.8 


47.2 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGD 


44.5 


44.7 


43.9 


45.5 


46.3 


42.2 


VIRGIN ISLANDS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 


240 


200 


40 


31 


22 


9 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




156 


134 


22 


12 


9 


3 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




65.0 


67.0 


55.0 


38.7 


40.9 


33.3 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


70. 1 


67.4 


78.7 


81.5 


87.5 


64.3 


NEW JERSEY (B) TDTAL CASELOAD 




1.915 


1 .310 


605 


814 


540 


274 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




1 .858 


1 .257 


601 


788 


521 


257 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




97.0 


96.0 


99.3 


96.8 


96.5 


97.4 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


95.9 


96.0 


95.6 


95.8 


94.8 


97.0 



L66 



16' 



ERIC 



P>9/86 

Id. 06 
3-C: 



TIME 08:05:43 



TOTAL AND SEVERE 



RSA CASELOAD 
CASES AND SEVE 
4 QUARTER. 



# 

ERE 



EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10-30) 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



TOTAL REHABIL- NOT REHA- 
CLOSED ITATED BILITATED 

(26) (28.30) 



CASES ON 
HAND AT END 
OF PERIOD 



W YORK (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 3.357 

VERE CASELOAD 3.357 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100. O 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100.0 

I TOTAL CASELOAD 107.883 

VERE CASELOAD 80.289 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 74.4 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 73.2 

LAWARE (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 1.889 

VERE CASELOAD 1.320 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 69.9 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 56.6 

STRICT OF CO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 4.218 

VERE CASELOAD 2.348 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 55.7 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 37.7 

RYLAND (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 14.417 

VERE CASELOAD 8.474 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 58.8 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 62.6 

NNSYLVANIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 53.195 

VERE CASELOAD 47. Ill 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 88.6 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 90.1 

RGINIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 15.623 

VERE CASELOAD 10.330 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 66.1 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 62.1 

ST VIRGINIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 13.835 

VERE CASELOAD 6.561 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 47.4 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 45.1 



2.310 


1 .047 


969 


639 


330 


2.388 


2.310 


1 .047 


969 


639 


330 


2.388 


4 rm n 
l'J\J . u 


1 \IU . u 


* r\r\ n 
1\A^ . U 


lUU . u 


IKAJ »\J 


1 uo. o 


ion n 


inn n 










67 . 356 


40.527 


41.625 


25.561 


16.064 


66 . 258 


50.541 


29.748 


31 .046 


18.477 


12,569 


49.243 


/ 9 . 


Ti A 


TA a 


/ ^ . O 


fo.z 


/*f . d 




/ *• . D 




CO 




lA C 


1 280 


609 


I.I 


O 1 \J 




Id 1 


730 


5<"j0 


648 


457 


191 


672 


57.0 


96.3 


57.4 


56.4 


60. 1 


88.3 


54.9 


59. 1 


56. 1 


55.3 


57.7 


57.0 


2.543 


1 .675 


1 .851 


1 .236 


615 


2.367 


1.480 


868 


828 


486 


342 


1.520 


58.2 


51.8 


44.7 


39.3 


55.6 


64.2 


36. 1 


40.5 


46.9 


42.9 


50. 1 


27.0 


9.253 


5. 164 


5.612 


3.729 


1 .883 


8.805 


5.455 


2.019 


3,343 


2.241 


1 . 102 


5. 131 


59.0 


58.5 


59.6 


60. 1 


58.5 


58.3 


63.7 


60.8 


59.0 


60.6 


56.6 


64.8 


32.516 


20.679 


20.230 


11 .430 


8.800 


32.965 


29.612 


17.499 


18.508 


10.490 


8.018 


28.603 


91. 1 


84.6 


91.5 


91.8 


91. 1 


86.8 


88.0 


94.0 


88.7 


89.4 


88.0 


91. 1 


9.444 


6. 179 


6.297 


3.907 


2.390 


9.326 


6. 107 


4.223 


4.082 


2.500 


1,582 


6.248 


64.7 


68.3 


64.8 


64.0 


66.2 


67.0 


59.3 


67.7 


58.8 


55.4 


64.3 


64.7 


9.003 


4.832 


5. 170 


3.544 


1 .626 


8.665 


4.294 


2.267 


2.466 


1 .521 


945 


4.095 


47.7 


46.9 


47.7 


42.9 


58. 1 


47.3 


49.9 


36. 1 


42.6 


39.2 


51.7 


46.5 



LAWARE (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 103 66 

VERE CASELOAD 103 66 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100.0 100.0 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100.0 100.0 



100 
100 



37 
37 
O 
O 



100 
100 



39 
39 
O 
O 



28 
28 
100.0 
100.0 



11 
11 

100.0 
100.0 



EKLC 



PD9/86 

SIO. 06 

3-D: 



TIME 08:05:43 



RSA CASELOAO i^^EXPENOlTURE SYSTEM 
TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10-30) 

4 OUARTCR. FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ACTIVE CASFS IN PERIOO 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



TOTAL 
CLOSED 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 



NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28.30) 



ENNSYLVANIA (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

KRGINIA (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

i TOTAL CASELOAD 

EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

LABAMA (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

.ORIOA (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

lORGlA <G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

INTUCKY (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
:VERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVEf? OF .u. 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL ^ YEAR AGO 

ISSISSIPPI <G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
iVERE CASEL . 

PERCENT SEv rlE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOT^L A YEAR AGO 

)RTH CAROLINA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 
:VERE CASELCA.D 

PERCENT SEVE RE OF TO AL 

PERCENT SEVERE Of T ^fAL A YEAR AGO 



3 • 046 


2 . 192 


854 


824 


539 


285 


9 99' 


2 ,669 


1 882 


787 


726 


470 


256 


1 QA' 


87 - 6 


fa5 . 9 


92 . 2 


88 . 1 


87 . 2 




fl7 A 


86. 1 


83.5 


96.2 


86.9 


87.9 


84.8 


85.9 


1 • 557 


1 rmQ 


498 


474 


338 


1 

1 


4 no' 


1 373 






AT\fi 




1 




88 . 2 






09 . / 




QQ 7 


09 . J 


86.2 


90.0 


76. 1 


86.0 


83.9 


89.3 


86.3 


202 026 


124 161 


77 arc; 


8 1 402 


^A QCC« 


97 m7 


1 Z\J , O^' 


127 215 


78 444 


48 77 1 


ACk CSCQ 


1 1 97*5 
O 1 . ^ / 9 


1 fl 9Q1 


77 fiA' 


63 . 0 


63 . 2 


62 . 6 




C«7 C« 


fi7 7 


tiA A 


62. 1 


62.0 


62.2 


60.7 


56.8 


68.2 


63.0 


24 283 


1 5 04 1 


Q OAO 


iJ . 1 1 


o . / 


1 1 fl^ 

O.I 


ll • O / 


15 408 


9 576 


5 832 






9 OACi 


Q lit 


63.5 


63 . 7 


63 . 1 


59 . 8 


54. 4 


7n A 


. / 


62.8 


65. 7 


57.8 


61.3 


55. 4 


71.5 


63. 7 


26 . 408 


16.818 


9.590 


10.932 


6.947 


3.985 


15.47€ 


16.455 


10. 131 


6.324 


6.533 


4.065 


2.468 


9.92: 


62.3 


60.2 


65.9 


59.8 


5B.5 


61.9 


64. 1 


59.9 


60.5 


59.2 


59.5 


57.7 


63. 1 


60.2 


27,923 


17.403 


10.520 


10. 133 


7.881 


2.252 


17.79C 


17.706 


1 1. 187 


6.519 


5.799 


4.383 


1.416 


11.90- 


63.4 


64.3 


62.0 


57.2 


55.6 


62.9 


66.9 


61.6 


63.6 


58.3 


56.7 


54.2 


65.2 


64.3 


16.562 


10.709 


5.853 


5.708 


3.666 


2.042 


10.85^ 


10.368 


7.056 


3.312 


3.522 


2. 113 


1.409 


6.84C 


62.6 


65.9 


56.6 


61.7 


57.6 


69.0 


63. 1 


65.0 


65. 1 


64.8 


65.2 


63. 1 


68.4 


u5.0 


14.261 


8.088 


6. 173 


6.937 


4.632 


2.305 


7.32^ 


9. 137 


5.716 


3.421 


4.485 


2.699 


1.786 


4.652 


64. 1 


70.7 


55.4 


64.7 


5B.3 


77.5 


63.5 


69.9 


73.7 


64.3 


68.9 


62.0 


82.0 


70.7 


36. 161 


20.748 


15.413 


15.933 


10.906 


5.027 


20.22£ 


23.491 


13, 152 


10.339 


10.045 


6.434 


3.611 


13.446 


65.0 


63.4 


67. 1 


63.0 


59.0 


71.8 


66.5 


60.5 


54. 1 


69.7 


56.6 


52.8 


65.4 


63.4 



170 



171 



ERIC 



03/86 TIME 12:15:10 


RSA 


CASELOAO J 


EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 










. 06 TOTAL ANO 


SEVERE CASES ANO SEVERE 


AS PERCENT 


OF TOTAL 


ACTIVE CASELOAO (STATUSES 


10- 


30) 






4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 


1985 












ACTIVE 


CASES IN PERIOO 




ACTIVE 


CASES PROCESSED 








TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


CASES ON 




CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


HAND 


AT END 






OF FY 






(26) 


( 28 . 3D ) 


OF 


PERIOO 


TH CAROLINA. (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 


30.452 


18 .723 


1 1 . 729 


12.621 


7.625 


4 . 996 




17. 831 


ERE CASELOAO 


19.227 


11.595 


7.632 


7.988 


4.634 


3.354 




1 1 . 239 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


63. 1 


61.9 


65. 1 


63.3 


60.8 


67. 1 




63.0 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


62.8 


61.3- 


65. 3 


64. 1 


60.5 


69.8 




61.9 


NESSEE (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 


16,293 


10.349 


5.944 


6". 455 


3.956 


2.499 




9.838 


ERE CASELOAO 


8 . 392 


5.518 


2.874 


3. 161 


1 .743 


1.418 




5.231 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


51 .5 


53.3 


48.4 


49.0 


44. 1 


56.7 




53.2 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


52-9 


54.7 


49.8 


52.3 


47. 1 


59.9 




53.3 


RIOA (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 


2.740 


1 .784 


956 


859 


684 


175 




1 . 88 1 


ERE CASELOAO 


2.313 


1 .464 


849 


708 


552 


156 




1 .605 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


.84 .4 


82. 1 


88.8 


82.4 


80.7 


89. 1 




85.3 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


75.0 


78.9 


67.6 


71.6 


70. 1 


77.4 




76.5 


TUCKY (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 


716 


426 


290 


308 


248 


60 




408 


ERE CASELOAO 


564 


330 


234 


241 


193 


48 




323 


ERCENT SEVERE OF. TOTAL 


78 . 8 


77.5 


80.7 


78.2 


77.8 


80.0 




79.2 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


73 . 3 


72 . 8 


74 .4 


74.4 


74.7 


73.6 




72.5 


SISSIPPI (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 


2.044 


1 . 276 


768 


725 


575 


150 




1.319 


ERE CASELOAO 


1 . 135 


72 1 


4 14 


380 


280 


100 




755 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


55.5 


56.5 


53.9 


52.4 


48.7 


66.7 




57.2 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


55.3 


56.8 


53. 1 


53. 1 


48.8 


70.6 




56.5 


TH CAROLINA (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 


3.498 


2.381 


1 . 1 17 


1.090 


791 


299 




2.408 


ERE CASELOAO 


2.335 


1.584 


751 


786 


562 


224 




1 .549 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


66.8 


66.5 


67.2 


72. 1 


71 .0 


74.9 




64.3 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


68.7 


70.9 


63.7 


72.3 


67.5 


79.4 




66.5 


TH CAROLINA (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 


685 


415 


270 


290 


227 


63 




395 


ERE CASELOAO 


684 


414 


270 


290 


227 


63 




394 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


99.9 


99.8 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 




99.7 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


99.7 


99.5 


100.0 


99.6 


99.5 


100.0 




99.8 


TOTAL CASELOAO 


165.802 


102.772 


63.030 


61.658 


39. 123 


22.535 




104. 144 


ERE CASELOAO 


109.211 


68.788 


40.423 


38.595 


24.242 


14.353 




70.616 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


65.9 


66.9 


64. 1 


62.6 


62.0 


63.7 




67.8 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


61.3 


59.8 


63.8 


60.4 


60.7 


59.8 




61.9 


INOIS (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 


28.849 


18.902 


9.947 


9.964 


6.281 


3.683 




18.885 


ERE CASELOAO 


25.953 


17. 176 


8.777 


8.772 


5.478 


3.294 




17. 181 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 


90.0 


90.9 


88.2 


88.0 


87.2 


89.4 




91.0 


ERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 


89.8 


88.2 


92.9 


87.9 


88.5 


87.0 




90.9 



ERIC 



03/86 TIHE 12:15:10 RSA CA EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

NO. 06 TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES /ERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACl IVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10-30) 

4 • ^ FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ACTIVE CAs 



PERIOD 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



INDIANA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 

MICHIGAN (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 

MINNESOTA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

OHIO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

WISCONSIN (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 

MICHIGAN (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 

MINNESOTA (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT* SEVERE OF TOTAL A 

6 TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 

ARKANSAS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 







TOTAL 


ON lAND 


NEW THIS 


TOTAL 


REHABIL- 


NOT REHA- 


CASES ON 






CASES 


START 


FY 


CLOSED 


ITATED 


BILITATED 


HAND AT END 








OF FY 






(26) 


(28. 30) 


OF PERIOD 






16.016 


9.635 


6.381 


6.366 


3.982 


2.384 


9.650 






8. 146 


4.864 


3.282 


3.210 


2.001 


1 .209 


4.936 






50.9 


50.5 


51.4 


50.4 


50. 3 


50.7 


51 .2 


YEAR 


AGO 


48.7 


48.8 


48.6 


48. 1 


48.2 


48. 1 


49.0 






26.293 


14.770 


1 1 .523 


1 1 .729 


7.008 


4,721 


14,564 






16. 123 


9. 152 


6.971 


6,503 


3.665 


2.838 


9.620 






61.3 


62.0 


60. 5 


55.4 


52.3 


f?0. 1 


66. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


56.7 


56. 1 


57.4 


50. 1 


49.5 


50.8 


62.0 


1 




22.330 


14.222 


r . 108 


7.243 


4.400 


2.843 


15.087 






12.389 


7.958 


4.431 


4.207 


2.502 


1 .705 


8. 182 






55.5 


56.0 


54.6 


58. 1 


56.9 


60.0 


54. 2 


YEAR 


AGO 


56.8 


57.2 


56. 1 


58.8 


57.4 


60.7 


55.7 






35.510 


20.723 


14.787 


14«911 


10. 163 


4.748 


20.599 






19.306 


10.846 


8.460 


8.268 


5.885 


2.383 


1 1 .038 






54.4 


52.3 


57. 2 


55.4 


57.9 


50. 2 


53.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


52.4 


49. 1 


57.5 


52.5 


55.4 


47.2 


52.3 


1 




33.265 


22.214 


1 1 .051 


10.272 


6.437 


3.835 


22.993 






23.993 


16.641 


7.352 


6.532 


3.908 


2.624 


17.461 






72. 1 


74.9 


66.5 


63.6 


60.7 


68.4 


75.9 


YEAR 


AGO 


54.7 


51. 1 


61.3 


59.7 


57.0 


65.3 


52.5 






1 .517 


1 . 106 


411 


357 


253 


104 


1. 160 






1 .517 


1 . 106 


411 


357 


253 


104 


1. 160 






100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


YEAR 


AGO 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


1O0.O 


100.0 


100.0 


1 




2.022 


1 .200 


822 


816 


599 


217 


1 .20G 






1.784 


1 .045 


739 


746 


550 


196 


1 .038 






88.2 


87. 1 


89.9 


91.4 


91.8 


90.3 


86. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


86.7 


85.7 


88.2 


91.4 


90.6 


93.3 


83.8 






130.414 


81 .444 


48.970 


48.372 


31 .904 


16.468 


82.042 






70.935 


43.320 


27.615 


26.478 


16.852 


9.626 


44.457 






54.4 


53.2 


56.4 


54.7 


52.8 


58.5 


54.2 


YEAR 


AGO 


48.2 


46.0 


51.8 


55.2 


53.6 


58.5 


44.0 






12.524 


8.281 


4.243 


4. 156 


3. 190 


966 


8.368 






7.268 


5.095 


2. 173 


2.300 


1 .670 


630 


4.968 






58.0 


61.5 


51.2 


55.3 


52.4 


65.2 


59.4 


YEAR 


AGO 


67.4 


67.5 


67.3 


67.6 


67.6 


67.4 


67.3 



174 



175 



ERIC 



1^9/86 

NO. 06 

5 3-6: 



TIME 08:05:43 RSA CASELOAD /I^^XPENDITURE SYSTEM 

TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10-30) 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 



ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAr^D 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



TOTAL 
CLOSED 



REHABIL- 
ITATED 
(26) 



NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28.30) 



CASES ON 
HAND AT ENC 
OF PERIOD 



nmSX.ANA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 
if m: CASELOAD 

VtRCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

EW MEXICO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

<LAHOMA (3) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

EXAS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

^KANSAS (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

)UISIANA (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

:XAS (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 
iVERE CASeLDAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

^ TOTAL CASELOAD 

:VERE CASELOAD 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

)WA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 

lvere caseload 

percent severe of total 

percent severe cf total a year ago 



32 . 64 1 
13.954 
42.7 
21.8 


22.434 
9.871 
44.0 
22.6 


10.207 
4.083 
40.0 
20.0 


9.663 
3.866 
40.0 
49.2 


3.349 
1 .725 
51.5 
54.6 


2.027 
1 .073 
52.9 
58.4 


1 .322 
652 
49.3 
46.3 


1 .251 
645 
51.6 
57.2 


25 . 234 
9.300 
36.9 
35.3 


18. 179 
6.338 
34.9 
32. 1 


7.055 
2.962 
42.0 
45. 1 


7.219 
2 .605 
36. 1 
36.2 


49.205 

65.5 
62.6 


26.442 
17 . 346 
65.6 
62.5 


22.763 
14 . 876 
65.4 
62.6 


23.004 
14 .405 
62.6 
58.8 


539 
539 
100.0 


303 

303 
100.0 


236 
236 
100.0 
♦ 


208 
208 
100.0 
♦ 


1 .008 
1.008 
100.0 
100.0 


712 
712 
100.0 
100.0 


296 
296 
100.0 
100.0 


238 
238 
100.0 
100.0 


5.914 
4.919 
83.2 
83. 1 


3.066 
2.582 
84.2 
85.6 


2.848 
2.337 
82. 1 
80.5 


2.633 
2.211 
84.0 
81.8 


45.651 
22.625 
49.6 
48.2 


27.784 
13.507 
48.6 
47.7 


17.867 
9.118 
51.0 
49.0 


17.878 
9. 157 
51.2 
50. 1 


11. ©27 
4. 134 
35.0 
37. 1 


7.403 
2.636 
35.6 
38.6 


4.424 
1 .498 
33.9 
33.8 


4. 198 
1 .513 
36.0 
39.7 



5.513 4.150 2?.97€ 

1.967 1.899 1O.08€ 

35.7 45.8 43.9 

44.9 56.8 9.9 

715 536 2.098 

379 266 1.08C 

53.0 49.6 51.5 

59.0 55.2 52.9 

4.623 2.596 18.01S 

1.574 1.031 6.695 

34.0 39.7 37.2 

35.0 38.1 34.9 

15.312 7.692 26.201 

9.094 5.311 17.817 

59.4 69.0 68.0 

55.7 65.4 65.6 

165 43 331 

165 43 331 

100.0 100-0 100-0 

* ♦ « 

190 48 770 

190 48 770 

100-0 100-0 100.0 

100.0 100.0 1O0.0 

2.196 437 3.281 

1.B13 398 2.708 

82. 6 91.1 82.5 

80.8 87.3 84.2 

11.906 5,972 27.773 

6.192 2.965 <3*4^3 

52.0 49.6 ^8,!5 
49.6 50.9 47.0 

2.347 1.851 7,629 

872 641 2.621 

37.2 34.6 34.4 

40.1 39.4 35.6 



EKLC 
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ERIC 



9/86 

IT mr. 06 
ble 3*1: 



TIME 08:05:43 



TOTAL AND SEVERE 



RSA CASELOAD 
CASES ANO SEVE 
4 QUARTER, 



eI^ 



XPENOITURE SYSTEM 
AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



UTAH (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 
SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

N 9 TOTAL CASELOAD 

SEVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 



AMERICAN SAMOA (G) 
SEVERE CASELOAD 



TOTAL CASELOAD 



389 
389 
100.0 
100.0 

78 , 505 
43,025 
54.8 
56.3 

103 
60 



268 
268 
100.0 
100;0 

45,417 
26,007 
57.3 
59.2 

46 

27 



121 
121 
100.0 
100.0 

33,088 
17.018 
51.4 
51.9 

57 
33 



85 
85 
100.0 
100.0 

31.914 
16,852 
52.8 
55.0 

53 
29 









ACTIVE 


CASES IN PERIOD 




ACTIVE 








TOTAL 


ON HAND 


NEW THIS 


TflT A 1 


DCUADT I . 

KcriADi L 










START 


FY 




ITATEO 










OF FY 








NORTH DAKOTA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




3,557 


2,441 


1, 116 


1, 171 


628 


SEVERE CASELOAD 






1,707 


1 , 166 


541 


680 


357 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 






48.0 


47.8 


48.5 


58. 1 


56.8 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 


YEAR 


AGO 


52.3 


53.0 


50.7 


61 .5 


57.8 


SOUTH DAKOTA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




3, 116 


2,079 


1 ,037 


1, 147 


695 


SEVERE CASELOAD 






1,323 


916 


407 


452 


261 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 






42.5 


44. 1 


39.2 


39.4 


37.6 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 


YEAR 


AGO 


43.6 


43.6 


43-7 


43.4 


42.4 


UTAH (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 






12,582 


7,978 


4,604 


3,957 


2,997 


SEVERE CASELOAD 






6,821 


4,012 


2,809 


2, 121 


1 ,583 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 






54.2 


50.3 


61.0 


53.6 


52.8 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 


YEAR 


AGO 


49.4 


46.6 


54.3 


51.0 


48.9 


WYOMING (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 






2,776 


1,562 


1 ,214 


1,210 


793 


SEVERE CASELOAD 






1, 127 


730 


397 


519 


334 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 






40.6 


46.7 


32.7 


42.9 


42. 1 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A 


YEAR 


AGO 


47.0 


47.8 


46.2 


47.2 


43.9 



66 
66 
100.0 
100.0 

20,634 
10,437 
50.6 
51.7 

43 
25 



NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28,30) 



543 
323 
59.5 
65.6 

452 
191 
42.3 
44.7 

960 
538 
56.0 
57. 1 

417 
185 
44.4 

53.7 

19 
19 
100.0 
100.0 

1 1 , 280 
6,415 
56.9 
60.3 

10 
4 



PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




58.3 


58.7 


57.9 


54.7 


58. 1 


40.0 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


49.8 


45.9 


51.4 


45.5 


50.6 


14.3 


ARIZONA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




7,542 


4,907 


2,635 


3,049 


1,774 


1,275 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




4,396 


2,804 


1,592 


1.726 


1,011 


715 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




58.3 


57. 1 


60.4 


56.6 


57.0 


56. 1 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


57.4 


60.3 


52.6 


58.0 


54.9 


63.7 


CALIFORNIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 




62,966 


35,675 


27 , 29 1 


25,630 


16,843 


8,787 


SEVERE CASELOAD 




34 , 557 


20,769 


13,788 


13,448 


8,361 


5,087 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 




54.9 


58.2 


50.5 


52.5 


49.6 


57.9 


PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR 


AGO 


57.0 


60.5 


52.0 


55.4 


51.7 


61.3 



ERIC 



TIME 08:05:43 



TOTAL ANO SEVERE 



RSA CASELOAO 
CASES AND SEVE 
4 QUARTER 



# 

ERE i 



EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10-30) 
nSCAL YEAR 1985 



ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED 



TOTAL 
CASES 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



TOTAL REHABIL- NOT REHA- 
CLOSEO ITATED BILITATED 

(26) (28.30) 



CASES ON 
HAND AT END 
OF PERIOD 



JAM (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
iVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A Y 7. AJ. ' GO 

VWAII (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
•VERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

EVAOA (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

3RTHERN MARIANAS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

RUST TERRITORIES (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

10 TOTAL CASELOAD 

EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

LASKA (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

DAHO (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

IREGON (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAD 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

182 





1 90 


190 


132 




1 14 


1 16 


76 


60. 1 


59. 1 


61. 1 


57.6 


54.7 


51.0 


57.9 


47.4 


A IRQ 


2 . 856 


1 .303 


1 .335 


1 t 0*9^ 


1 . 258 


574 


616 


44.0 


44.0 


44. 1 


46. 1 


44.7 


45.2 


43.4 


45.8 


^ • 


1.510 


1.412 


1 .514 


1 79 1 


923 


798 


851 


58.9 


61.1 


56.5 


56.2 


58.5 


60.5 


56.6 


56.8 


79 


57 


22 


24 




32 


6 


11 


48. r 


56. 1 


27.3 


45.8 


46. 1 


56.4 


29.4 


28. 1 


351 


173 


178 


177 


191 


80 


111 


95 


5A.4 


46.2 


62.4 


53.7 


43.7 


46.3 


40. 1 


41. 1 


27.767 


16.616 


11.151 


10.860 


19.300 


11.427 


7.873 


7.352 


69.5 


68.8 


70.6 


67.7 


67.2 


68.9 


64.6 


65.0 


1 .832 


1 .068 


764 


770 


935 


570 


365 


402 


51.0 


53.4 


47.8 


52.2 


55.4 


58.7 


52. 1 


57.5 


5.063 


2.963 


2. 100 


1 .867 


3.928 


2.257 


1 .671 


1 .452 


77.6 


76.2 


79.6 


77.8 


75.7 


75.8 


75.5 


75.0 


5.721 


3.290 


2.431 


2.674 


3.536 


1 .990 


1 .546 


1.504 


61.8 


60.5 


63.6 


56.2 


58.6 


60.3 


56. 1 


56.7 



99 33 251 

54 22 154 

54,5 .6»7 61*4 

46.9 10.0 59.1 

671 664 2.824 

316 300 1.21€ 

47.1 45.2 43-1 

44.2 47.3 44.0 

1.025 489 1.40£ 

581 270 87C 

56.7 55.2 61.8 

56.3 58.0 60.0 

20 4 5! 

10 1 2: 

50.0 25.0 49.1 

28-0 28.6 56.1 

159 18 17- 

79 16 9< 

49.7 88.9 55.2 

39.8 57.1 46.2 

5.757 5.103 16.90 

3.856 3.496 11.941 

67.0 68.5 70.7 

65.9 64.1 68.8 

377 333 1.06 

204 198 53 

54.1 50.4 50.2 
59.6 53.7 53.4 

1.079 788 3.19 

845 607 2.47 

78.3 77.0 77.5 

74.5 75.7 76.2 

1.532 1.142 3.04 

847 657 2.03 

55.3 57.5 66.7 

54.2 59.8 60.5 



1^ 



ERIC 



B9/86 

NO. 06 

e 3-K: 



TIME 08:05:43 



RSA CASELCmO 
TOTAL ANO SEVERE CASES ANO SEVE 

4 QUARTER. 



rERE A 



:XPENDITURE SYSTEM 

AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAO (STATUSES 10-30) 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



WASHINGTON (G) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

DAHO (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

REGON (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 

ASHINGTON (B) TOTAL CASELOAO 
EVERE CASELOAO 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 



ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOO 



TOTAL 
CASES 



13.926 
9.676 
69.5 
67.3 

217 
217 
100.0 
100.0 

326 
326 
100.0 
100.0 

682 
682 
100.0 
100.0 



ON HAND 
START 
OF FY 



NEW THIS 
FY 



8.459 
5.774 
68.3 
68.5 

175 
175 
100.0 
100.0 

192 
192 
100.0 
100.0 

469 
469 
100.0 
100.0 



5.467 
3,902 
71.4 
65.2 

42 
42 
100.0 
100.0 

134 
134 
100.0 
100.0 

213 
213 
100.0 
100.0 



TOTAL 
CLOSED 



5. 145 
3.590 
69.8 
65.6 

57 
57 
100.0 
100.0 

139 

139 
100.0 
100.0 

208 
208 
100.0 
100.0 



ACTIVE CASES PROCESSEO 



REHABIL- 
ITATEO 
(26) 



2.526 
1 .717 
68.0 
69.2 

26 
26 
100.0 
100.0 

100 
100 
100.0 
100.0 

117 
117 
100.0 
100.0 



NOT REHA- 
BILITATED 
(28.30) 



2.619 
1.873 
71.5 
62.2 

31 
31 
100.0 
100.0 

39 
39 
100.0 
100.0 

91 
91 
100.0 
100.0 



PORT INCLUDES O INCOMPLETE RECORDS 



EKLC 



ft 



q/P6 TIME 08 06-45 RSA CASELOAD /^^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM % 

07 CASES PROCESSED FDR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERID~CCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FRDM A YEAR AGD 



, 4.^. 4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 

PROCESSED FDR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD 



TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT 

CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED 

FDR VR (10) FDR VR (08) 



. S. TOTAL 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FRDM A YEAR AGD 

1 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FRDM A YEAR AGD 

ONNECTICUT (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

lAINE (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGD 

lASSACHUSETTS (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

lEW HAMPSHIRE (G> 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

tHODE ISLAND (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

VERMONT (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

:ONNECTICUT (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FRDM A YEAR AGD 

MASSACHUSETTS (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FRDM A YEAR AGD 

RHODE ISLAND (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FRDM A YEAR ATO 



593.790 
100.0 
0.0 

28.535 
100.0 
-1.2 

6,117 
100.0 
-5.8 

3.217 
100.0 
1 1.2 

12.654 
100.0 
-5.5 

2.308 
100.0 
6.0 

1 .793 
100.0 
5.2 

1 .488 
100.0 
1.0 

165 
100.0 
-10.8 

542 
100.0 
54.4 

137 
100.0 
9.6 



353.095 
59.5 
1 .3 

18. 166 
63.7 
1 .4 

3.675 
60. 1 
-8.1 

1 ,978 

61.3 

27.5 

8. 179 

64.6 

-3.0 

1 .486 
64.4 
1 1.5 

1 . 171 
65.3 
0.0 

1 ,009 

67.8 

12.3 

149 
90.3 
-3.2 

350 
64.6 
54.8 

97 
70.8 
5.4 



240.695 
40.5 
-1.9 

10.369 
36.3 
-5.6 

2.442 

39.9 
-2.2 

1 .239 

38.5 

-7.5 

4.475 

35.4 

-9.9 

822 
35.6 
-2.6 

622 
34.7 
16.6 

479 
32.2 
-16.5 

16 
9.7 
-48.3 

192 
35.4 
53.6 

40 
29.2 
21.2 



L86 



ERIC 



4P9/86 

T NO. 07 

ble 4-B: 



PROCESSEO FOR ELIGIBILITY OURING PERIOO 



VERMONT (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

N 2 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

NEW JERSEY (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

NEW YORK (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

PUERTO RICO (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

VIRGIN ISLANOS (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

NEW JERSEY (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

NEW YORK (B) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

I 3 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

DELAWARE (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

DISTRICT OF CO (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



MARYLAND (G) 



TOTAL 
CASES 



114 

100.0 
29.5 

52. 139 
100.0 
-7.5 

13.656 

100.0 

-11.5 

26.889 
100.0 
-2.7 

8.544 
100.0 
-14.9 

118 
100.0 
-41.5 

912 
100.0 
-13.9 

2.020 
100.0 
1.2 

65. 187 
100.0 
-1.6 

1.228 
100.0 
-28.8 

3.605 
100.0 
-17.9 

8.919 



TOTAL 
ACCEPTED 
FDR VR fiD) 

72 
63.2 
50.0 

29.257 
56. 1 
-4.2 

7.565 
55.4 
-10.6 

15. 165 
56.4 
-1.8 

4.835 
56.6 
2.0 

40 
33.9 
-34.4 

605 
66.3 
-14.5 

1.047 

51.8 

-7.2 

40.527 
62.2 
1.2 

609 
49.6 
-37.9 

1.675 
46.5 
-20.0 

5. 164 



TOTAL NOT 
ACCEPTED 
FDR VR (08) 

42 
36.8 
5,0 

22.882 

43.9 
-11.4 

6.091 
44.6 
-12.5 

1 1 . 724 

43.6 
-3.9 

3.709 
43.4 
-30.0 

78 
66. 1 
-44.6 

307 
33.7 
-12.7 

973 
48.2 
12.3 

24.660 
37.8 
-5.9 

619 
50.4 
-16.8 

1 .930 
53.5 
-15.9 

3.755 



EKLC 



^9/86 

Bd. 07 

J 4-C: 



TIME 08:06:45 RSA CASELOAO ^I^PeXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY OURING PERTOO. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR t985 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

F-^^'SYLVANIA (G) 
t-cRCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

IRGINIA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

EST VIRGINIA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

lEL AWARE (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ENNSYLVANIA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

riRGINIA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

ALABAMA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

'LDRIDA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

;edrgia (G) 
percent distribution 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 

CENTUCKY (G) 

PERCENT DT^TRIBUTIDN 







PROCESSED 


FOR ELIGIBILITY 


OURING PERIOD 






TOTAL 


TOTAL 


TOTAL NOT 






CASES 


ACCEPTED 


ACCEPTED 








FOR VR (10) 


FOR VR (08) 






100. 0 


57.9 


42. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


-9.9 


-12.1 


-6.8 






30.012 


20.679 


9. 333 






100. 0 


68 .9 


31 . 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


3.4 


5.9 


-1 .6 






11,020 


6. 179 


4 . 841 






100. 0 


56. 1 


43 .9 


YEAR 


AGO 


2.5 


11-1 


-6.7 






B.424 


4.832 


3 . 592 






100.0 


57.4 


42.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


-4.2 


-0.8 


-8-5 






53 


37 


16 






100. 0 


69.8 


30.2 


YEAR 


AGO 


-22.0 


-24.4 


-15.7 






1.202 


854 


348 






100. 0 


71 .0 


29. 0 


YEAR 


AGO 


24 .9 


36.2 


3.8 






724 


49B 


226 






100.0 


68.8 


31 .2 


YEAR 


AGO 


14.0 


12. 1 


18-3 






140.046 


77.865 


62. 181 






100.0 


55.6 


44.4 


YEAR 


AGO 


0.5 


-1.7 


3-5 






13.731 


9.242 


4.489 






100.0 


67.3 


32-7 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.2 


0.0 


3.6 






22.097 


9.590 


12,507 






100. 0 


43.4 


56.6 


YEAR 


AGO 


-3.6 


-15.3 


7-8 






16.723 


10.520 


6.203 






100.0 


62.9 


37. 1 


YEAR 


AGO 


1.7 


4.0 


-2.0 






12.025 


5.353 


6. 172 






100. 0 


48.7 


51.3 



190 



191 



ERIC 



H^9/86 

NO . 07 

Le 4-D: 



TIME 08:06:45 RSA CASELOAO ^ 

CASES PROCESSEO FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIO? 

4 QUARTER, 



/EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 
ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



PROCESSEO FOR ELIGIBILITY CURING PERIOD 



PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

IISSISSIPPI (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

lORTH CAROLINA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

OUTH CAROLINA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

ENNESSEE (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

LORIOA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

ENTUCKY (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

ESSISSIPPI (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

)RTH CAROLINA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

)UTH CAROLINA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

LINOIS (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



TOTAL 
CASES 



1.1 

1 1 . 460 
100.0 
6.8 

28.029 
100.0 
5. 1 

19.360 
100.0 
-3.0 

10.484 
100.0 
-4.2 

1.522 
100.0 
12.9 

658 
100.0 
13.8 

1.781 
100.0 
-5.3 

1.781 
100.0 
-11.7 

395 
100.0 
5.0 

98.331 
100.0 
3.6 

16.060 
100.0 
0.9 



TOTAL 
ACCEPTED 
FDR VR ( 10) 

2.7 

6. 173 
53.9 
3.9 

15.413 
55.0 
3.2 

11.729 
60.6 
-7.2 

5.944 

56.7 

-1.8 

956 
62.8 
11.5 

290 
44. 1 
21.8 

768 
43. 1 
-7.9 

1.117 

62.7 

-3.0 

270 
68.4 
3.0 

63.030 
64. 1 
3.7 

9.947 

61.9 

-2.5 



TOTAL NOT 
ACCEPTED 
FDR VR (08) 

-0.3 

5.287 
46. 1 
10.3 

12.616 
45.0 
7.5 

7.631 
39.4 
4.2 

4.540 

43.3 

-7.1 

566 
37.2 
15.2 

368 
55.9 
8.2 

1.013 

56.9 

-3.3 

664 

37.3 
-23.3 

125 
31.6 
9.6 

35.301 
35.9 
3.3 

6. 113 
38. 1 
7.4 
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9/86 TIME 08:06:45 RSA CASELOAD M|exPENOITURE SYSTEM 

07 CASES PROC€SSEO> TOR ELIGIBILITY OURING PERIOoTaCCEPTANCE RATES ANO PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1S85 



4-E: 



PROCESSEO FOR ELIGIBILITY OURING PERIOO 

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT 

CASES ACCEPTEO ACCEPTEO 

FOR VR (10) FOR VR (08) 



101 ANA (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A AQO 

CHIGAN (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A VE/Ur MIO 

;nnesota (G) 

PERCENT OISTRIBUTIOK 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A ^^AP AGO 

UO (G) 

PERCENT 0ISTRIBUTI<0>J 

PERCENT CHANGE FRWM A YEAR AGO 

[SCONSIN (G) 
PERCENT OlSTRIB^IinrON 
PERCENT CHANtf MBM A YEAR AGO 

[CHIGAN (B) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

tNNESOTA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

RKANSAS (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

OUISIANA (G) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

EW MEXICO (G) 
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



11.199 
100.0 
11.5 

16.580 
100.0 
4.3 

10.748 
100.0 
1.9 

25.063 
100.0 
3.7 

16.788 
100.0 
1.5 

572 
100.0 
-19-6 

1 .321 
100.0 
17.8 

75.805 
100.0 
-1.7 

6.481 
100.0 
-5.9 

14.682 
100.0 
-9.1 

3.963 
100.0 
9.9 



6.381 
57.0 
9.9 

11 .523 
69.5 
6.7 

8. 108 
75.4 
6.9 

14.787 
59.0 
5.9 

11 .051 
65.8 
-0.9 

411 

71.9 
-10.6 

822 
62.2 
5.7 

48.970 
■ 64 . € 
1.6 

4.243 

65.5 

-8.3 

10.207 
69.5 
-8-0 

1 .322 

33.4 

28.2 



4.818 

43.0 

13.7 

5.057 

30.5 

-0.6 

2.6^0 
24.6 
-10.7 

10.276 
41.0 
0.6 

5.737 
34.2 
6.6 

161 
28. 1 
-36. 1 

499 
37.8 
45.0 

26.835 
35.4 
-7.2 

2.238 

34.5 

-0.8 

4.475 
30.5 
-11.5 

2.641 
66.6 
2.6 
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_ '9/86 
IT NO. 07 

ble 



TIME 08:06:45 
CASES PROCESSED 



FOR 



RSA CASELOAD 
ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD 
4 QUARTER. 



^ ^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 
ACCEPTANCE RATHS AND 
FISCAL YEAR 1985 



PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



OKLAHOMA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

TEXAS (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

ARKANSAS (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

LOUISIANA (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

TEXAS (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

I 7 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

IOWA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

KANSAS (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

MISSOURI (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

NEBRASKA (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

IOWA (S) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



PROCESSED FDR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD 



MISSOURI (B) 



TOTAL 
CASES 



10,545 
100.0 
-5.5 

34,067 
100.0 
0.7 

346 
100.0 



576 
100.0 
40.4 

5. 145 
100.0 
1-3 

33. 172 
100.0 
4.7 

7.735 
100.0 
17.2 

4.282 
100.0 
-7.9 

16.738 
100.0 
2.9 

3.498 
100.0 
12.5 

204 
100.0 
12.7 

530 



TOTAL 
ACCEPTED 
FOR VR ( 10) 

7.055 
66.9 
9.9 

22.763 
66.8 
3.4 

236 
68.2 



296 
51.4 
-1.3 

2.848 
55.4 
4.8 

17.867 
53.9 
6.2 

4.424 
57.2 
23. 1 

2.047 
47.8 
2. 1 

8.298 

49.6 

-1.8 

2.564 

73.3 

14.3 

139 
68. 1 
6. 1 

293 



TOTAL NOT 
ACCEPTED 
FOR VR (08) 

3.490 
33. 1 
-26.5 

1 1 . 304 
33.2 
-4.4 

110 
31.8 



280 
48.6 
154.5 

2.297 

44.8 

-2.6 

15.305 
46. 1 
3.1 

3.311 
42.8 
10. 1 

2.235 
52.2 
-15.6 

8.440 
50.4 
8. 1 

934 
26.7 
8. 1 

65 
31.9 
30.0 

237 



EKLC 



3b9/86 

Id. 07 
i 4-G: 



TIME 08 06:45 RSA CASELOAD i^EXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 

PROCESSED FDR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD 



TOTAL 
CASES 



TOTAL 
ACCEPTED 
FOR VR (10) 



TOTAL NOT 
ACCEPTED 
FOR VR (08) 



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

EBRASKA (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

3 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

3L0RAD0 (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

ONTAN'. (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

ORTH DAKJTA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

OUTH DAKOTA (G^ 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

TAH (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

YOMING (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

IT AH (B) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

9 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

.MERICAN SAMOA (G) 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 



100,0 
-23,9 

185 
100,0 
13,4 

22. 133 
100,0 
-0,3 

7. 174 
100,0 
-1,9 

2.519 
100,0 
5,2 

1 .923 
100,0 
-3, 1 

2.095 
100,0 
1, 1 

6. 134 
100,0 
2,0 

2. 126 
100,0 
-7,7 

162 
100.0 
14,8 

59.531 
100,0 
3,7 

78 
100.0 



55,3 
-4,8 

102 
55, 1 
25,9 

13. 174 

59,5 
5, 1 

3.651 
50,9 
5,2 

1 .431 
56,8 
29, 1 

1 . 116 

58,0 
-5,9 

1 .037 
49,5 
3,2 

4.604 
75, 1 
7,0 

I . 214 
57, 1 

-10,0 

121 
74,7 

II, 0 

33.088 
55,6 
7,3 



73 



57 
1 



44,7 
-39,0 

83 
44,9 
1,2 

8.959 

40,5 

-7,5 

3.523 

49,1 

-8,3 

1 .083 
43,2 
-15,3 

807 
42,0 
1,1 

1,058 

50,5 

-0,9 

1 .530 
24,9 
-10,4 

912 
42,9 
-4,6 

41 

25,3 
28, 1 

26.443 
44.4 
-0,4 

21 
26,9 
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r NO . 



9/86 
)RT f^. 07 

able 4-H: 



PROCESSEO FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD 





TOTAL 


TOTAL 


TOTAL NOT 




CASES 


ACCEPTED 
r UK VR V 1 0 ) 


ACCEPTED 
FOR VR (08) 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


-69.2 


-61.4 


-80. 1 


ARIZONA (G) 


4 • 84 1 

100.0 
4.6 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


2 . 635 


2.206 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


54 . 4 
-5.9 


45.6 
21.0 


CALIFORNIA (G) 


48 ,730 
100.0 
4.3 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


27 , 29 1 


21 .439 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


56. 0 
9 . 8 


44.0 
-2.0 


GUAM (G) 


262 
100.0 
18.0 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


190 


72 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


72 . 5 
15.8 


27.5 
24. 1 


HAWAII (G) 


^ f UO 9 

100.0 
1.2 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


1 . 303 


782 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


62. 5 
o . 3 


37.5 
-8.6 


NEVADA (G) 


3, 296 
100.0 
1 .6 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


1.412 


1.^84 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


42 . 8 

5.5 


57.2 
7.9 


NORTHERN MARIANAS (G) 


27 
100.0 
-37.2 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


♦JO 


5 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


81.5 
-35.2 


18.5 
-44.4 


TRUST TERRITORIES (G) 


212 
100.0 
-3.1 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


178 


34 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


84.0 
21 .0 


16.0 
-52.7 


N 10 


18.911 
100.0 
-3. 1 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


11. 151 


7.760 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


59.0 
-1.9 


41.0 
-4.8 


ALASKA (G) 


1 .605 
100.0 
-15. 1 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


764 


841 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


47.6 
-27.2 


52.4 
-0. 1 


lOAHO (G) 


3.403 
100.0 
2.4 




PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


2. 100 


1 .303 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR A.GO 


61.7 
6.7 


38.3 
-3.9 


OREGON (G) 


4.420 
100.0 
-16.2 






PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


2.431 


1 .989 


PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 


55.0 
-14.9 


45.0 
-17.7 
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07 

e 4-1: 



TIME 08:06:45 RSA CASELOAD ^^pEXPENDITURE SYSTEM 

CASES PROCESSeO FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOoTaCCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1985 

PROCESSEO FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD 



TOTAL 

CASES 



TOTAL 
ACCEPTED 
FOR VR (10) 



TOTAL NOT 
ACCEPTED 
FOR VR (08) 



WASHINGTON (G) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



8,829 
100.0 
4.8 



5,467 
61.9 
6.5 



3.362 
38. 1 

2.3 



IDAHO (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



81 

100.0 
-39.0 



42 

51.9 
-50.0 



39 
48. 1 
-20.4 



OREGON (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



178 
100.0 
18.6 



134 

75.3 
45.6 



44 
24.7 
-24. 1 



WASHINGTON (B) 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 



395 
100.0 
20.0 



213 
53.9 
15.7 



182 
46. 1 
25.5 



EPORT INCLUDES 0 INCOMPLETE RECORDS 
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IMTIRAQIMCY C0M4XTTBB OM HANDICAPPED RESEARCH 



DimTMBNT OF BDOCATION 
OfflCB Of IfBCIAL BDDCATION AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES 



-1134 



for MCB. Madeleine Hill 

Aaeietant Secretary for 
Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services 



Dk« Alton Hed«e« 

JkulttMt teeretAty for Special 
MtteAtien and Rehabilitative 
••rvleea 

teoM SOCO - Bwitter Building 
SSO C ftreetf B.W. 

HMhlAaten* D. C. 20202 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OP HANDICAPPED RESEARCH 

Nr. Bichard Leclair 732-1192 
Acting Director* National Institute or Handicapped 

Research 
Room 3060 - Switser Building 
330 C Street* S. H. 
Washington* D. C. 20202 

Dr. Joseph Fenton 732-1143 
Executive Director* Interagency Commit tee* on Handicapped 

Research 
Room 3068 - Switser Building 
330 C Street* S.H. 
Washington* D. C. 20202 



NATIONAL INSTIT0TB8 OF HEALTH 

Dr. Harray Qoldstein 496-9746 for 

Director* NINCDS 

National Institutes of Health 

Rooi ^52* Building 31 

Bothosda* Maryland 20892 

NATIONAL AERONADTICS AND SPACE 
ION 



A-iiiLiiimi 



Mr. Ray Nhitten 453-1913 for 
Nanagor* Rehabilitation Programs 
National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration 
400 Maryland Avenue* S.W. 
Washington* D C. 20546 



Dr. James Wyngaarden 
Director* National 
Institutes of Health 



Mr. James M. Beggs 
Administrator* National 
Aeronautics and Space 
Administration 
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VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 



Dr. Margaret Giannini 389-5177 for 
Director, Rehabilitation Research 

and Development Service 
Veterans Administration 
810 Vermont Avenue, N.W 
Washington, D. C. 20420 



Mr. Harry Walters 

Administrator 

Veterans Administration 



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 



Dr. Ira Laster 



426-4380 



for 



Senior Program Coordinator 
Environmental Division 
Office of. Transportation 

Regulatory Affairs 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Room 9217 

400 7th Street, s.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20590 

REHABILITATION SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. George Conn 732-1282 
Commissioner " ' ~ 

Rehabilitation Services Administration 
Room 3024 - Switzer Building 
330 C Street, s.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20201 
and 

Ms. Patricia Morrissey 
Deputy Commissioner, RSA 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HDMAN SERVICES 



Hon. Elizabeth H. Dole 
Secretary 
Department of 
Transportation 



Mr. Arnold Tompkins 245-6443 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Social Service Policy 
Department of Health and Human 

Services 
Room 410-E - HHH Building 
200 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20201 
and 

MS. Peg Porter 
Program Analyst 



for Hon. Margaret M. Heckler 
Secretary 

Department of Health and 
Human Services 
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DEPARTMEMT OF HOUSING AND DRBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Ms. A. Kelsey Marshall 425-6030 
Special Advisor for Disability 
Issues 

Department o£ Housing and Urban 

Development 
Room 10140 

451 7th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20410 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

Dr. Jane L. Ross 673-5602 
Acting Director, 0££ice of 

Research and Statistics 
Social Security Administration 
Room 1121 

1875 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20009 



£or Hon. Samuel R. Pierce, Jr. 
Secretary 

Department o£ Housing and 
Urban Development 



for Ms. Martha A. McSteen 
Acting Commissioner 
Social Security 
Administration 



NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH 



Dr. Joseph Autry 443-3175 for 
Director, Office of Policy 
Analysis and Coordination 
National Institute of Mental Health 
Room 17C-17 - Parklawn Building 
5600 Fishers Lane 
Rockville, Maryland 20857 
and 

Ms. Jacqueline Rosenberg 
Acting Assistant Director for Program 
Development and Planning, NIMH 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ALCOHOL ABUSE 
AND ALCOHOLISM 



Dr. Shervert Frazier 
Director 

National Institute of 
Mental Health 



Mr. Leland Towle 443-2593 
Chief, International, 

Inter-governmental Affairs 
National Institute of Alcohol 

Abuse and Alcoholism 
Room 1695 - Parklavm Building 
S600 Fishers Lane 
Rockville, Maryland 20857 



for Dr. Robert Niven 
Director 

National Institute of 
Alcohol Abuse and 
Alcoholism 
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FODNDATION 



Dr. William Preedman 357^771 0 for 
Program Director^ BioengineerTng 

and Research to Aid the Handicapped 
Directorate £or Engineering 
National Science Foundation 
Room 1130 

1800 6 Street, n.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20550 
and 

Ms» Lola Rogers 
Assistant Program Manager 

PRESIDENT'S COMMITTEE ON MENTAL 
RETARDATION " 

Susan Gleeson, R.N., M.S.N. 245-7634 
Executive Director ""^"^^ 
President's Committee on Mental Retardation 
Room 4061 - HHS North Building 
330 Independence Avenue, S. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20201 
and 

Ms. Judy Moore 

Mental Retardation Coordinator 

ADMINISTRATION ON AGING 

Dr. Harry Posman 245-0350 for 
Director 

Division o£ Research ;snd 

Demonstrations 
Administration on Aging 
Room 4641 - HHS North Building 
330 Independence Avenue, s.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20201 

ADMINISTRATION ON DEVELOPMENTAL 
DISABILITIES 

Dr. Jean K. Elder 245-2890 for 
Commissioner 

Administration on Developmental 

Disabilities 
Room 347-D - HHH Building 
200 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20201 



Mr. Erich Bloch 
Director 

National Science 
Foundation 



Mrs. Carol Eraser Fisk 
Commissioner 
Administration on Aging 



Ms. Dorcas R. Hardy 
Assistant Secretary 
Office of Human 
Development 
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SPECIAL EDDCATION PROGRAMS 



Ms. Patricia Guard 732-1007 
Acting Director 
Special Education Programs 
Room 3086 - Switzer Building 
330 C Street, S.W. 
Washington, C. 20201 

PRESIDENT'S COMMITTEE ON EMPLOYMENT 
OF THE HANDICAPPED 

Mr, Jay Rochlin 653-5044 for 
Acting Executive Director 
President's Committee on 

Employment o£ the Handicapped 
Vanguard Building 
1111 20th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D, C. 20036 
and 

Mrs. Ruth Ellen Ross 
Employment Security Advisor 



Mr. Harold Russell 
Chair, President's 
Committee on 
Employment o£ the 
Handicapped 



ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS 
COMPLIANCE BOARD 



Dr. Frank Bowe 472-2700 
Acting Director o£ Research 
Architectural and Transportation Barriers 

Ccxnpliance Board 
Room 1010 Switzer Building 
330 C Street, S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20201 



DEPARTMENT OF LABO P 

Mr. Everson Hull 523 6212 
Deputy Assistant SecretsTTT-for Policy 
Department of Labor 
Room S 2524 

200 Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20210 



Hon. William E. Brock 
Secretary 

Department o£ Labor 



DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Dr. Helene N, Guttman (301) 344-1627 for 
Associate Director 

Beltsville Hiiman Nutrition Research 

Center/ARS/USDA 
BARC-East Building 308, Room 224 
Beltsville, Maryland 20905 



Hon. John R. Block 
Secretary 

Department o£ Agricultux 
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EX^OFFICIO MEMBERS 



NATIONAL CODNCIL ON THE HANDICAPPED 



800 Independence Avenue, s.W. 
Washington, D. 20591 



Mr. Hunt Hamill 

Council Member Liaison to ICHR 
550 Cedar Street 
Winnetka, Illiois 60093 



Mr. Robert Burgdor£ 
Research Specialist 

WHITE HODSE 

Mr. Robert Sweet 
Senior Sta££ Member 
0££ice o£ Policy Development 
White House 

235 Old Executive 0££ice Building 
Washington, D. C» 20500 
Phone: 456-2564 



Mr. Lex Frieden 453-3846 
Executive Director 
National Council on the Ha 
Suite 814 




£or 



Mrs. Sandra Parrino 
Chair 

National Council on 
Handicapped 



and 



and 
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ICHR Subcommittee 
Disability Demographics 

Hearing Impaired Peraons (Deaf and Hard of Hearing) 
Vocational Rehabilitation 
International Studies 

Mental Retardation and Developmental Disabilities 
Rehabilitation Technology 
Children with Special Needs and Families 
Visual Impairments (Blind and Low Vision) 



APPENDIX F 

INTERAGENCY REHABILITATION RESEARACH INFORMATION 

(IRRIS) 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HANDICAPPED RESEARCH 
Interagency Committee on Handicapped Research 

THE INTERAGENCY REHABILITATION RESEARCH INFORMATION SYSTEM (IRRIS) 

IRRIS was conceived and developed as an important step toward 
fulfilling the legislative requirement for the Interagency 
Committee on Handicapped Research to "identify, assess, and seek 
to coordinate all Federal programs, activities and projects with 
respect to the conduct of research related to the rehabilitation of 
handicapped individuals.** Also, there were anticipated benefits of 
preventing unnecessary duplication of research, identification of 
gaps opportunities for interagency collaboration, improved 
communication, and more effective and efficient utilization of 
the available funding and personnel. 

IRRIS therefore contains pertinent Federally funded rehabilitation 
research and demonstration project data* 

The National Institute of Handicapped Research (NIHR) is pleased 
to announce that IRRIS is available to all Federal agencies as 
well as the non-government rehabilitation community and other 
interested parties. This will enable researchers to build on to, 
or extend the present state-of-the-art, or to collaborate with 
those of similar interests. It will also allow rehabilitation 
service providers to utilize the new knowledge resulting from 
research findings so that the best interests of the handicapped 
individuals will be served. 

The IRRIS data can be obtained through the following two 
mechanisms. 
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BRS Information Technologies 

As of November 1, 1985 IRRIS has become accessible to all BRS 
subscribers. IRRIS currently has 2066 documents with the 
majority of those documents relating to projects funded during 
FY 1983 and FY 1984. The IRRIS database name on BRS is IRRI. For 
those persons interested in searching IRRI, a Thesaurus is 
available from NIHR. 

In order to facilitate a wide usage of this new database, no 
royalties will be charged by NIHIt, 

If you have searching questions, please contact BRS at; 

BRS Information Technologies 
1200 Rt. 7 

Latham, New York 12110 

1-800-345-4BRS 

(518) 783-1161 

For those persons who do not have a BRS subscription but still 
want access to this system, an alternative is available. 

National Rehabilitation Information Center (NARIC) 
NARIC is funded by NIHR to "disseminate information" to a wide 
audience of persons interested in research projects and their 
findi'«'js. As part of NARIC 's resources, the NARIC information 
team will search the IRRIS database upon request. The cost of 
searching the database will be $10 for up to loO citations and 
$6.50 for each additional 100 'citations. 

Contact NARIC at 4407 8th Street, N.E., Washington, D. C. 20017 
or by calling (202) 635-5826 or toll free 1-800-34-NARlc. 
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AMM« Alcohol, Drus Mmiss, 4 Hmtal Haalth Adainistration 

AOO Mainistration on Dv^lopMntal OisabilitiM 

flOA Adainistration on Aging 

ATBC8 Architactural I Transportation Barriars Conplianc* Board 

OFP WS, HDS, Oiscrationary Funds Prograas 

01 RR Division of Rasaarch Rasourcas 

OOA Dapartaant of Agricultura 

DQO Dapartaant of Dafansa 

OOL Dapartaant of Labor 

DOT Oaiaartaant of Transportation 

ETA Offica of Eaployaant ft Training Adainistration 

FHA Fadaral Highaay Adainistration 

FIC Fogarty Intamational Cantar 

HCFA Haalth Cara Financing Adainistration 

HRSA Haalth Rasourcas ft Sarvicas Adainistration 

HUD Dapartaant of Housing ft Urban Oavalopaant 

MCHD Hatamal ft Child Haalth Division 

NASA National Aaronautics ft Spaca Adainistration 

NCCRM Dapartaant of Rahabi 1 itat ion Madicina 

NCHSR National Cantar for Haalth Sarvicas Rasaarch 

NCI National Cancar Xnstituta 

fCX National Eya Xnstituta 

MUX National Haart, Lu>;ig ft Blood Xnstituta 

NXA National Xnstituta on Aging 

NXAAA National Xnstituta on Alcohol Abusa ft Alcohol isa 

NXAODK Nat. Xnstit. of Arthritis, Oiabatas, ft Oigastiva ft Xidnay Disaasas 

NXAXO National Xnstituta of Allargy ft Xnfaetious Disaasas 

NXCHD National Xnstituta of Child Haalth and Huaan Oavalrxpaant 

NXOR National Xnstituta of Oantal Rasaarch 

NXE National Xnstituta of Education 

NXEHS National Xnstituta of Enviroaantal Haalth Sciancas 

NXGHS National Xnstituta of Sanaral Hadieal Sciancas 

NXHR National Xnatitata of Handieappad Iteaaareh 

NXm National Xnstituta of Hantal Haalth 

NXNCSS Nat. Xnstituta of Naurologieal ft Coaaunieativa Oiaordars ft Stroka 

NXOSH National Xnstituta for Occupational Safaty ft Haalth 

N5F National Seianca Foundation 

CPA Offica of Planning ft Adainistration fntts) 

OPO Offica of Prograa Oavalopaant 

06SP Offica of Social Sarvicas Policy 

PGMR Prasidant's Coaaittaa on Hantal Ratardation 

RSA Rahabilitation Sarvicas Adainistration 

SEP SpaeSal Education Prograas 

SSA Social Sacwity Adainistration 
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URTA Urban Haas Trwiaportation AdMinistrition 

VA V»t«r«iw Msinistration 

VE VoeatioMl Edrseation Division 
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